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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 


Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PA RT 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 

Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, subparagraph (3) is add¬ 
ed to paragraph (d) of § 6.114 as set out 
below. 

§ 6.114 Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare. 
***** 

(d) Social Security Administra¬ 
tion. * * * 

(3) Not to exceed 50 positions directly 
concerned with programs conducted by 
the Department in connection with the 
problems of Cuban refugees: Provided, 
That employment under this authority 
shall be temporary and no employment 
shall be made under it after March 31, 
1962. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 U.S.C. 631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[P.R. Doc. 61-1170; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VI—Soil Conservation Serv¬ 
ice, Department of Agriculture 

PART 601—GREAT PLAINS CON¬ 
SERVATION PROGRAM 

Subpart—General Program 
Provisions 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The regulations governing the Great 
Plains Conservation Program, 22 F.R. 
6851, as amended, are hereby further 
amended as provided herein. 

1. Section 601.11(c) is amended by 
deleting the proviso at the end of the 
last sentence and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: “Provided, That 
average costs will be developed and re¬ 
viewed on a continuing basis and 
changes made during the year as needed : 
Provided further, That average costs will 
be approved annually no later than 
March 1 .” 

s ini part of first sentence of 
s 601.12(a) preceding the second proviso 
is amended to read as follows: “(a) The 
maximum cost-share which the Secre- 
ary will bear of the cost of carrying out 
an eligible conservation practice on an 


operating unit shall not exceed 80 per¬ 
cent of the average cost, or of the actual 
cost not to exceed the average cost, of 
carrying out each eligible conservation 
practice planned for the conservation 
treatment unit, and the contract shall 
specifically provide with respect to each 
eligible conservation practice included 
therein whether cost-share payments are 
to be made on the basis of the average 
cost, or of the actual cost not to exceed 
the average cost: Provided, That if the 
average cost of carrying out an eligible 
conservation practice in effect at the time 
of initial action to carry out such prac¬ 
tice is less than the average cost of carry¬ 
ing out such practice at the time the 
contract was entered into as set out in 
the contract, the average cost applicable 
to such practice will be the lesser:’* 

(Sec. 4, 49 Stat. 164, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 
590d) 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 7th day 
of February 1961. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1173; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 

Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 

part 74—SCABIES IN SHEEP 
Interstate Movement 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
1 and 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905, as 
amended, sections 1 and 2 of the Act of 
February 2, 1903, as amended, and sec¬ 
tions 4 and 5 of the Act of May 29, 1884, 
as amended (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 120, 121, 
123, 125), a new subparagraph (3) is 
added to paragraph (a) of § 74.3, Part 
74, Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, 
to read as follows: 

(3) The entire State of New York. 

(Secs. 4, 5, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1, 2, 
32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, secs. 1, 3, 33 
Stat. 1264, as amended, 1265, as amended; 21 
U.S.C. 111-113, 120, 121, 123, 125. Interpret 
or apply secs. 6, 7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, 
secs. 2, 4, 33 Stat. 1264, as amended, 1265, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 115, 117, 124, 126. 19 F.R. 
74, as amended) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective on February 
10, 1961. 

The State of New York is presently 
included in the infected areas as sheep 
scabies is known to exist in this State. 
This amendment adds the State of New 
York to the eradication areas since a 
cooperative sheep scabies eradication 


program is now being conducted in the 
State. Hereafter, the restrictions per¬ 
taining to the interstate movement of 
sheep from, into, and through infected 
and eradication areas as contained in 9 
CFR Part 74, as amended, will apply to 
this State. 

The amendment imposes certain 
restrictions necessary to prevent the 
spread of scabies, a communicable dis¬ 
ease of sheep, and must be made effective 
immediately ir. order to accomplish its 
purpose in the public interest. Accord¬ 
ingly, under section 4 of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendment are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest and good 
cause is found for making the amend¬ 
ment effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th 
day of February 1961. 

M. R. Clarkson, 
Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1172; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:51 ajn.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 649; Amdt. 252] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Brantly Model B-2 Helicopter 

Several cases of failure of the bolts 
which transmit torque from the centrif¬ 
ugal clutch to the free-wheeling clutch 
have occurred. The failures resulted 
when the centrifugal clutch did not re¬ 
lease at engine shutdown and subsequent 
restarting sheared the bolts. Failure of 
these bolts presents a severe safety 
hazard since it can result in complete 
loss of torque from the engine to the 
drive system thereby jeopardizing the 
control of the helicopter. Accordingly, 
a directive is necessary requiring in¬ 
spection of the bolts and installation of 
a placard providing for a check of clutch 
freedom prior to each engine start. 

Since safety of the helicopter is in¬ 
volved, notice and public procedure here¬ 
on are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive 10 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 
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Brantly. Applies to all B-2 helicopters. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

Instances have occurred wherein the cen¬ 
trifugal clutch has failed to release at engine 
shutdown and subsequent restarting has 
sheared the bolts which transmit torque 
from the B2-8-14 clutch disc assembly into 
the fabric coupling and from the fabric 
coupling into the lugs of the free-wheeling 
clutch housing. To preclude recurrence of 
this condition the following must be 
accomplished: 

(a) Within the next 10 hours of flight time 
after the effective date of this directive, in¬ 
spect all 6 of the AN-4-10A bolts which 
secure the fabric coupling to the B2-8-14 
clutch disc assembly and to the free-wheel¬ 
ing clutch housing for shear failure. This 
inspection is to be accomplished by inserting 
an appropriately sized wrench through the 
lubrication access hole in the B2-7-17 clutch 
dust cover and checking each bolt for snug¬ 
ness. Any sheared bolts must be replaced 
prior to further operation. 

(b) Within the next 10 hours of flight 
time after the effective date of this directive 
a placard shall be installed immediately aft 
or incorporated with the operating limita¬ 
tions placard located between the fuel mix¬ 
ture control and the carburetor heat con¬ 
trol levers to read: “Prior to Each Engine 
Start, Turn Rotor Backward by Hand 
Through 30 Degrees Minimum to Check 
Clutch Freedom”. The purpose of this 
placard is to insure that these coupling bolts 
are not subjected to damage resulting from 
failure of the clutch to release. 

(Brantly Service Bulletin No. 6 covers this 
same subject.) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive February 22, 1961. 

(Sec. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 2, 1961. 

George C. Prill, 
Acting Director, 
Bureau of Flight Standards. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1134; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Reg. Docket No. 555; Arndt. 250] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Douglas DC-6 Series Aircraft 

A proposal to amend Part 507 of the 
regulations of the Administrator to in¬ 
clude an airworthiness directive super¬ 
seding Amendment 180 (25 F.R. 7015) 
for Douglas DC-6, DC-6 A, and DC-6B 
aircraft was published in 25 F.R. 10577. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. Comments 
were received which objected to restrict¬ 
ing the means of inspection to “visual” 
and not permitting ferry flights to suit¬ 
able repair facilities. Changes have been 
made to cover these objections. It was 
requested that the upper center spar 
caps be included in the inspection of 
lower front and center spar caps so that 
operators could take advantage of the 
increased inspection intervals subsequent 
to rework in accordance with Service 
Bulletin Nos. 569 and 724. This is not 
being permitted since on the basis of the 
substantiation provided by the manufac¬ 
turer it is considered necessary that the 
same inspection frequency be maintained 
for both the upper front and upper cen^ 
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ter spar caps. It was also requested that 
inspections be permitted at convenient 
overhaul periods nearest the specified 
time. Since in some cases this could 
mean a considerable increase in inspec¬ 
tion intervals, on the basis of the manu¬ 
facturers recommendations it was not 
permitted. The inspection time specified 
is now at the maximum safe interval 
substantiated by the manufacturer. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the amendment will become 
effective 30 days after date of publication 
in the Federal Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 

§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Douglas. Applies to all DC-6, DC-6 A and 
DC-6B aircraft; Fuselage No. 1 up to and 
including Fuselage No. 722, having in 
excess of 9,000 hours’ time in service. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

There have been numerous cases reported 
of spar cap cracking on DC-6 Series aircraft. 
Cracking usually occurs in spar cap tangs in 
the area of the Station 60 attachments and 
progresses chordwise. In addition, service 
experience has shown that the temporary 
repair of the above service difficulties per 
Douglas Rework Drawing 5611387 does not 
have the service life originally anticipated. 
As a result of this service experience, the 
upper and lower, front and center spar caps 
in the area of wing Station 60, with special 
attention to the spar cap tangs between 
wing Stations 55 and 65, must be inspected 
for cracks as follows: 

(a) The upper and lower, front and center 
spar caps must be inspected within the next 
450 hours’ time in service unless already 
accomplished. Aircraft inspected prior to is¬ 
suance of this AD must also comply with 
the repetitive inspections rework and/or re¬ 
pairs specified in (b), (c), (d), and (e). 

(b) The upper front and center spar caps 
on all DC-6, DC-6A, and DC-6B aircraft, 
Fuselage Nos. 1 through 722, must be rein¬ 
spected at intervals not to exceed 1,600 hours’ 
time in service. 

(c) The lower front and center spar caps 
mupt be reinspected as follows: 

(1) Model DC-6 aircraft, Fuselage Nos. 1 
through 172, which have not been reworked 
in accordance with DC—6 Service Bulletin 
Nos. 569 and 724, at intervals not to exceed 
1,600 hours’ time in service. 

(2) Model DC-6 aircraft, Fuselage Nos. 1 
through 172, which have been reworked in ac¬ 
cordance with DC-6 Service Bulletin Nos. 569 
and 724, at intervals not to exceed 3,250 
hours’ time in service. 

(3) Model DC-6, DC-6A and DC-6B air¬ 
craft, Fuselage Nos. 174 through 722, at in¬ 
tervals not to exceed 3,250 hours’ time in 
service. 

(d) If cracks are found, FAA approved 
permanent rework or temporary repair as 
recommended by the manufacturer or FAA 
approved equivalent is required prior to 
further flight except ferry flight in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of CAR 1.76. Tem¬ 
porary repairs may be made per Douglas Re¬ 
work Drawing 5611387, or FAA approved 
equivalent, providing crack limitations as 
established on this drawing have not been 
exceeded 

(e) Aircraft incorporating a temporary re¬ 
pair must be reinspected at intervals not to 
exceed 750 hours’ time in service pending the 
accomplishment of the FAA approved manu¬ 
facturer’s recommended permanent rework 
or FAA approved equivalent. Such rework 
or equivalent must be accomplished within 
4,200 hours’ time in service after incorporat¬ 
ing the temporary repair. 


(f) The inspections required by this AD 
may be discontinued for any area reworked 
in accordance with FAA approved permanent 
repair instructions. 

(Douglas Alert Service Bulletin A-678 re¬ 
vised June 3,1960, covers this subject.) 

This supersedes Amendment 180, 25 F.R 
7015. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive March 14, 1961. 

(Sec. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 2,1961. 

George C. Prill, 

* Acting Director, 
Bureau of Flight Standards. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1135; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Reg. Docket No. 587; Arndt. 251] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Lockheed Model PV-1 and B-34 
Aircraft 

A proposal to amend Part 507 of the 
regulations of the Administrator to in¬ 
clude an airworthiness directive requir¬ 
ing repetitive inspections for cracks and 
looseness of the main landing gear drag 
strut attach plates on Lockheed PV-1 
and B-34 aircraft was published in 25 
F.R. 12478. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. No objec¬ 
tions were received, however an equiv¬ 
alent means of compliance which was 
suggested by an operator is being 
included. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Lockheed. Applies to all Model PV-1 and 
B-34 aircraft with main landing gear 
drag strut attach plates, P/N 112900 or 
P/N 12665. 

Compliance required as indicated. (It will 
be necessary for operators to maintain a rec¬ 
ord of landings in order to ascertain com¬ 
pliance with this AD.) 

Investigation has shown that failure of the 
main landing gear drag strut attach plate, 
P/N 112900 has caused the main landing gear 
to collapse. The B-34 main landing gear 
drag strut attach plate, P/N 12665, is the 
same as the PV-1. As a result of this service 
experience the following shall be accom¬ 
plished : 

(a) Inspection in accordance with either 
(1) or (2) below is required: 

(1) Within the next 25 landings and 
every 50 landings thereafter, inspect the 
main landing gear drag strut attach plates, 
P/N 112900, or P/N 12665, in place on the 
aircraft for cracks and looseness. 1 Dye 
penetrant or FAA approved equivalent must 
be used for crack detection. If the drag 


1 A method of inspection for looseness is 
to check for gapping of 0.010 inch or greater, 
between the drag strut plate and the backing 
plate at a point approximately 4.5 inches 
above the lower edge of the attach plaw. 
Insert a feeler gage between the attach plat« 
and the backing plate from the outboard 
side to make this check. 
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strut attach plate is loose, then it must be 
visually inspected for elongation of the bolt 
holes and the attaching bolts visually In¬ 
spected for cracks, or deformation. If 
cracks or elongation of the bolt holes are 
found in the drag strut attach plate, it must 
be replaced prior to the next flight. De¬ 
formed or cracked bolts must be replaced 
prior to the next flight. 

(2) Within the next 25 landings, unless 
already accomplished within the last 125 
landings and every 150 landings thereafter, 
remove the main landing gear drag strut 
attach plates, P/N 112900, or P/N 12665, 
and conduct an X-ray or dye penetrant, or 
FAA approved equivalent, inspection for 
cracks. The bolt holes in the drag strut 
attach plate must be visually inspected for 
elongation and the attaching bolts inspected 
for cracks or deformation. If cracks or 
elongation of the bolt holes are found in 
the drag strut attach plate, it must be 
replaced prior to the next flight. Deformed 
or cracked bolts must be replaced prior to 
the next flight. 

(b) The special inspections contained in 
this AD may be discontinued after the 
Howard Aero, Inc., replacement main land¬ 
ing gear drag strut attach plates, P/N 
5-302006, or FAA approved equivalents, are 
installed using 180,000 p.s.i. minimum ulti¬ 
mate tensile strength attaching bolts. 

This amendment shall become effective 
March 14,1961. 

(Sec. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 2, 1961. 

George C. Prill, 

Acting Director , 
Bureau of Flight Standards. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1136; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 21—FOOD AND DROGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

PART 146—CERTIFICATION OF 

CHLORAMPHENICOL AND CHLOR¬ 
AMPHENICOL-CONTAINING DRUGS 

Changes in Warning Statements and 
Labeling 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
following extensive investigations, has 
concluded that revisions of the warning 
statements in the labeling of chloram¬ 
phenicol-containing preparations (other 
than those for external or ophthalmic 
use) are necessary to protect the public 
health. These conclusions have been re¬ 
viewed by a panel of distinguished phy¬ 
sicians appointed by the National 
Research Council at the Commissioner’s 
request. That group agreed that these 
revisions are necessary. Therefore, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Federal 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 502 
(f)(2), 507, 52 Stat. 1051, 59 Stat. 463, 
as amended 61 Stat. 11, 63 Stat. 409, 67 
f™}' 38 ^; 21 U.S.C. 352(f)(2), 357, and 
under the authority delegated to the 
commissioner by the Secretary of 
wealth, Education, and Welfare (25 F.R. 
w H ls ordered > That the regulations 
i the certification of chloramphenicol 
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and chloramphenicol-containing drugs 
be amended as set forth below: 

1. Section 146d.301(c) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 146d.301 Chloramphenicol. 

♦ * * * * 

(c) Labeling —(1) If it is packaged 
for dispensing and it is intended for use 
by man. In addition to the labeling 
prescribed by § 1.106(b) of this chapter, 
issued pursuant to section 502(f) of the 
act, each package shall bear on its label or 
labeling, as hereinafter indicated, the 
following: 

(1) On the outside wrapper or con¬ 
tainer and the immediate container: 

(a) The statement, “Warning—Blood 
dyscrasias may be associated with the use 
of chloramphenicol. It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made. (See 
enclosed warnings and precautions).’’ 

(b) The statement “Expiration date 

-,” the blank being filled in 

with the date which is 60 months after 
the month during which the batch was 
certified: Provided , however , That such 
expiration date may be omitted from the 
immediate container if it contains a 
single dose and it is packaged in an in¬ 
dividual wrapper or container. 

(ii) The circular or other labeling 
within or attached to the package bearing 
directions, precautions, and warnings for 
its use by physicians shall begin with 
the following statements, which shall 
be underscored or italicized: 

(a) “Warning—Serious and even fatal 
blood dyscrasias (aplastic anemia, hypo¬ 
plastic anemia, thrombocytopenia, 
granulocytopenia) are known to occur 
after the administration of chlo¬ 
ramphenicol. Blood dyscrasias have 
occurred after both short-term and pro¬ 
longed therapy with this drug. Bearing 
in mind the possibility that such re¬ 
actions may occur, chloramphenicol 
should be used only for serious infections 
caused by organisms that are susceptible 
to its antibacterial effects. Chloram¬ 
phenicol should not be used when other 
less potentially dangerous agents will be 
effective; or in the treatment of trivial 
infections such as colds, influenza, or 
viral infections of the throat; or as a 
prophylactic agent.” 

(b) “Precautions—It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made,during 
treatment with the drug. While blood 
studies may detect early peripheral blood 
changes, such as leukopenia or granulo¬ 
cytopenia, before they become irreversi¬ 
ble, such studies cannot be relied upon 
to detect bone marrow depression prior 
to development of aplastic anemia.” 

(2) If it is packaged for dispensing 
and it is intended solely for veterinary 
use. Its label and labeling shall com¬ 
ply with all the requirements of sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph except 
subdivisions (i) (a) and (ii); and in lieu 
of the statement “Caution: Federal law 
prohibits dispensing without prescrip¬ 
tion” each package shall include infor¬ 
mation containing directions, precau¬ 
tions, and warnings adequate for the 
veterinary use of the drug by the laity. 

(3) If it is packaged solely for manu¬ 
facturing use and/or repacking. Each 
package shall bear on its outside wrap¬ 


per or container and the immediate con¬ 
tainer the following: 

(i) The number of micrograms of 
chloramphenicol per milligram or per 
gram and the number of grams or kilo¬ 
grams in the immediate container. 

(ii) The batch mark. 

(iii) The statement “Caution: Federal 
law prohibits dispensing without pre¬ 
scription.” 

2. Section 146d.302(c) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 146(1.302 Chloramphenicol capsules. 

* * * * * 

(c) Labeling —(1) If it is intended 
for use by man. In addition to the la¬ 
beling prescribed by § 1.106(b) of this 
chapter, issued pursuant to section 
502(f) of the act, each package shall 
bear on its label or labeling, as herein¬ 
after indicated, the following: 

(1) On the outside wrapper or con¬ 
tainer and the immediate container: 

(a) The statement, “Warning—Blood 
dyscrasias may be associated with the use 
of chloramphenicol. It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made. (See 
enclosed warnings and precautions.) ” 

(b) The statement “Expiration date 

-,” the blank being filled in 

with the date that is 60 months after the 
month during which the batch was 
certified. 

(ii) The circular or other labeling 
within or attached to the package, bear¬ 
ing directions, precautions, and warn¬ 
ings for its use by physicians, shall begin 
with the following statements, which 
shall be underscored or italicized: 

(a) “Warning—Serious and even fatal 
blood dyscrasias (aplastic anemia, hypo¬ 
plastic anemia, thrombocytopenia, gran¬ 
ulocytopenia) are known to occur after 
the administration of chloramphenicol. 
Blood dyscrasias have occurred after 
both short-term and prolonged therapy 
with this drug. Bearing in mind the 
possibility that such reactions may occur, 
chloramphenicol should be used only for 
serious infections caused by organisms 
that are susceptible to its antibacterial 
effects. Chloramphenicol should not be 
used when other less potentially dan¬ 
gerous agents will be effective; or in the 
treatment of trivial infections such as 
colds, influenza, or viral infections of the 
vhroat; or as a prophylactic agent.” 

(b) “Precautions—It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made during 
treatment with the drug. While blood 
studies may detect early peripheral blood 
changes, such as leukopenia or granu¬ 
locytopenia, before they become irre¬ 
versible, such studies cannot be relied 
on to detect bone marrow depression 
prior to development of aplastic anemia.” 

(2) If ii is intended solely for veteri¬ 
nary use. Its label and labeling shall 
comply with all the requirements of sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph except 
subdivisions (i) (a) and (ii), and in lieu 
of the statement “Caution: Federal law 
prohibits dispensing without prescrip¬ 
tion” each package shall include infor¬ 
mation containing directions, precau¬ 
tions, and warnings adequate for the 
veterinary use of the drug by the laity. 
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3. Section 146d.306(c) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 146d.306 Chloramphenicol palmitate 
oral suspension. 

* * * * ♦ 

(c) Labeling—( 1) If it is intended for 
use by man. In addition to the labeling 
prescribed by § 1.106(b) of this chapter, 
issued pursuant to section 502(f) of the 
act, each package shall bear on its label 
or labeling, as hereinafter indicated, the 
following: 

(i) On the outside wrapper or con¬ 
tainer and the immediate container: 

(a) The statement, “Warning—Blood 
dyscrasias may be associated with the use 
of chloramphenicol. It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made. (See 
enclosed warnings and precautions.) ” 

(b) The statement “Expiration date 

_,” the blank being filled in 

with the date that is 48 months after 
the month during which the batch was 
certified or with the date that is 24 
months after the month during which 
the batch was certified if it contains one 
or more vitamin substances. 

(ii) The circular or other labeling 
within or attached to the package, bear¬ 
ing directions, precautions, and warnings 
for its use by physicians, shall begin with 
the following statements, which shall be 
underscored or italicized: 

(a) “Warning—Serious and even fatal 
blood dyscrasias (aplastic anemia, hypo¬ 
plastic anemia, thrombocytopenia, gran¬ 
ulocytopenia) are known to occur after 
the administration of chloramphenicol. 
Blood dyscrasias have occurred after 
both short-term and prolonged therapy 
with this drug. Bearing in mind the 
possibility that such reactions may occur, 
chloramphenicol should be used only for 
serious infections caused by organisms 
that are s^isceptible to its antibacterial 
effects. Chloramphenicol should not be 
used when other less potentially danger¬ 
ous agents will be effective; or in the 
treatment of trivial infections such as 
colds, influenza, or viral infections of the 
throat; or as a prophylactic agent. 0 

(b) “Precautions—It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made during 
treatment with the drug. While blood 
studies may detect early peripheral blood 
changes, such as leukopenia or granu¬ 
locytopenia, before they become irrevers¬ 
ible, such studies cannot be relied on to 
detect bone marrow depression prior to 
development of aplastic anemia.” 

(2) If it is intended solely for veteri¬ 
nary use. Its label and labeling shall 
comply with all the requirements of /sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph, except 
subdivisions (i) (a) and (ii), and in lieu 
of the statement “Caution: Federal law 
prohibits dispensing without prescrip¬ 
tion” each package shall include infor¬ 
mation containing directions, precau¬ 
tions, and warnings adequate for the vet¬ 
erinary use of the drug? by the laity. 

(3) On the label knd labeling, if it 

contains one or more vitamin substances, 
after the name “chloramphenicol palmi¬ 
tate oral suspension,” wherever it ap¬ 
pears, the words “with vitamin- 
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_the blank being filled in with the 

name of the vitamin ingredient used, or 
“with vitamins,” if it contains more than 
one vitamin ingredient, in juxtaposition 
with such name. 

4. Section 146d.307(c) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 146d.307 Chloramphenicol solution; 
chloramphenicol for aqueous injec¬ 
tion. 

***** 

(c) Labeling —(1) If it is intended for 
use by man. In addition to the labeling 
prescribed by § 1.106(b) of this chapter, 
issued pursuant to section 502(f) of the 
act, each package shall bear on its label 
or labeling, as hereinafter indicated, the 
following: 

(i) On the outside wrapper or con¬ 
tainer and the immediate container: 

(a) The statement, “Warning—Blood 
dyscrasias may be associated with the 
use of chloramphenicol. It is essential 
that adequate blood studies be made. 
(See enclosed warnings and precau¬ 
tions.)” 

(b) The statement “Expiration date 

_,” the blank being filled in 

with the date that is 24 months after 
the month during which the batch was 
certified if it is the solution of the drug, 
or 48 months after the month during 
which the batch was certified if it is the 
dry mixture of the drug: Provided, how¬ 
ever, That such expiration date may be 
omitted from the immediate container 
if it contains a single dose and it is 
packaged in an individual wrapper or 
container. 

(c) If it is the dry mixture of the drug, 
the statement “For intramuscular use 
only.” 

(ii) On the outside wrapper or con¬ 
tainer, if it is the solution of the drug, 
the statement “Store in refrigerator not 
above 15° C. (59° F.).” 

(iii) The circular or other labeling 
within or attached to the package, bear¬ 
ing directions, precautions, and warnings 
for its use by physicians, shall begin with 
the following statements, which shall be 
underscored or italicized: 

(a) “Warning—Serious and even fatal 
blood dyscrasias (aplastic anemia, hypo¬ 
plastic anemia, thrombocytopenia, gran¬ 
ulocytopenia) are known to occur after 
the administration of chloramphenicol. 
Blood dyscrasias have occurred after 
both short-term and prolonged therapy 
with this drug. Bearing in mind the 
possibility that such reactions may occur, 
chloramphenicol should be used only for 
serious infections caused by organisms 
that are susceptible to its antibacterial 
effects. Chloramphenicol should not be 
used when other less potentially danger¬ 
ous agents will be effective; or in the 
treatment of trivial infections such as 
colds, influenza, or viral infections of the 
throat; or as a prophylactic agent.” 

(b) “Precautions—It is essential that 
adequate blood studies be made during 
treatment with the drug. While blood 
studies may detect early peripheral blood 
changes, such as leukopenia or granu¬ 


locytopenia, before they become irrevers¬ 
ible, such studies cannot be relied on to 
detect bone marrow depression prior to 
development of aplastic anemia.” 

(2) If it is intended solely for veteri¬ 
nary use. Its label and labeling shall 
comply with all the requirements of sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph except 
subdivisions (i) (a) and (iii), and in lieu 
of the statement “Caution: Federal law 
prohibits dispensing without prescrip¬ 
tion,” each package shall include infor¬ 
mation containing directions, precau¬ 
tions, and warnings adequate for the 
veterinary use of the drug by the laity. 

5. Section 146d.309(a) (4) is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 146(1.309 Chloramphenicol-streptomy- 
cin capsules; chloramphenicol-dihy. 
drostreptomycin capsules. 

(a) * * * 

(4) Its expiration date shall be 48 
months after the month during which 
the batch was certified. 

6. Section 146d.311(b) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 146d.311 Chloramphenicol palmitate. 
streptomycin oral suspension; chlor¬ 
amphenicol palmitate-dihydrostrep- 
tomycin oral suspension. 

(a) * * * 

(4) Its expiration date shall be 48 
months after the month during which 
the batch was certified. 

Notice and public procedure would be 
contrary to the public interest because 
the labeling revisions have been devel¬ 
oped with the advice of a panel of dis¬ 
tinguished physicians, the needs for 
labeling revision have been called to the 
attention of the Anns producing the drug 
in the United States, and the revisions 
are necessary adequately to insure the 
safety of the drug. 

Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective on the date of its publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register since the 
protection of the public health so re¬ 
quires. How r ever, to facilitate the orderly 
transition from the labeling heretofore 
used to the new labeling, the Commis¬ 
sioner will, for a period of 30 days, cer¬ 
tify chloramphenicol preparations bear¬ 
ing packaging labels adopted on basis of 
the recommendation of the National Re¬ 
search Council in 1952, upon a showing 
that the person requesting certification 
has disseminated to all practitioners 
licensed by law to administer the drugs, 
a brochure containing the new warnings. 
At the end of the 30-day period, certifi¬ 
cation will be allowed only for products 
meeting all requirements of the revised 
regulations. 

(Secs. 502(f) (2), 507, 52 Stat. 1051, 59 Stat. 
463, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 352(f) (2), 357) 

Dated: February 3,1961. 

[seal] John L. Harvey, 

Deputy Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1156; Filed, Feb. 9, 196U 
8:49 a.m.] 
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Friday, February 10,1961 

Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 

[Public Land Order 2259] 

ALASKA 

Reserving Lands for Use of the Alaska 
Railroad, and the Federal Aviation 
Agency; Partly Revoking Executive 
Order No. 4778 of December 5, 
1927 (Indian Reserve, Eklutna) 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by Section 1 of the act of 
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 
141), and otherwise, and pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10355 of May 26, 
1952, and by virtue of the authority 
vested in the Secretary of the Interior 
by section 4 of the act of May 24, 1928 
(45 Stat. 729; 49 U.S.C. 214), as amended, 
it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public lands in 
Alaska are hereby withdrawn, as 
indicated: 

(a) Under the jurisdiction of the De¬ 

partment of Interior, from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the mining and mineral 
leasing laws but not disposals of mate¬ 
rials under the act of July 31, 1947 (61 
Stat. 681; 30 U.S.C. 601-604), as 

amended, for use of the Alaska Railroad 
for railroad purposes: 

[Anchorage 024207] 

Seward Meridian 
T. 16 N., R. 1 W., 

Sec. 24: S^NE^SW^, SE^SW^, and 
that part of the Sy 2 NW^SE^ lying 
northwesterly of the right-of-way of the 
Alaska Railroad. 

The areas described aggregate 63.20 
acres. 

(b) Under the jurisdiction of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the mining but not the 
mineral leasing laws, nor disposals of 
materials under the act of July 31, 1947 
(61 Stat. 681; 30 U.S.C. 601-604), as 
amended, in the maintenance of air 
navigation facilities, for a radio trans¬ 
mitting station: 

[Anchorage 024222] 

Seward Meridian 

T. 16 N., R. l E., 

Sec. 19; EViSE^NW^. 

The tract described contains 20 acres. 

2. Executive Order No. 4778 of Decern- 
ber 5, 1927, as amended by Executive 
Order No. 6734 of June 8, 1934, which 
withdrew lands at Eklutna, Alaska, for 
use of the United States Bureau of Edu¬ 
cation for educational purposes is hereby 
revoked so far as it effects any of the 


lands described in paragraph 1 of this 
order. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 

February 3,1961. 

[PH. Doc. 61-1143; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:46 ajn.] 


[PubUc Land Order 2260] 
[Sacramento 060744] 
[Sacramento 064640] 

CALIFORNIA 

Withdrawing Lands for Use of De¬ 
partment of the Army for Flood 
Control Purposes 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President, and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public lands in Cali¬ 
fornia, are hereby withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining and 
mineral leasing laws, and reserved for 
use of the Department of the Army for 
flood control purposes in connection with 
the construction, operation, and mainte¬ 
nance of the New Hogan Dam and Reser¬ 
voir, authorized by the act of December 
22, 1944 (58 Stat. 887): 

Mount Diablo Meridian 
T.3N..R. 11E., 

Sec. 6; that portion of the SW%SEV4 lying 
east of Alice No. 1 Mine, M.S. No. 5099, 
and West of Lot 9; 

Sec. 17; lot 14; 

Sec. 18; Ey 2 wy 2 NE y 4 . 

T.4N., R. 11 E., 

Sec. 13; lot 1, exclusive of patented Min¬ 
eral Survey 5956, and lot 2; 

Sec. 20; Ey 2 of lot 5, Ey 2 of lot 8. 


The areas described aggregate 179.84 
acres. 


John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 


February 6,1961. 


[F.R. Doc. 61-1144; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 25—INDIANS 

Chapter I—Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Department of the Interior 

SUBCHAPTER T—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

PART 221—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE CHARGES 

Wapato Indian Irrigation Project, 
Yakima Indian Reservation, Wash¬ 
ington 

February 1 , 1961. 

On December 30, 1960, there was pub¬ 
lished in the daily issue of the Federal 
Register, Volume 25, Number 253, page 
13980, notice of intention to amend 
§ 221.86, Subchapter T, Chapter I of the 
Code of Federal Regulations Title 25. 


This section deals with the operation 
and maintenance charges on assessable 
lands under the Wapato Indian Irriga¬ 
tion Project, Yakima Indian Reserva¬ 
tion, Washington. Interested persons 
were thereby given opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in preparing the proposed 
amendment by submitting their views 
and data or argument in writing to Don 
C. Foster, Area Director, within thirty 
days from the date of publication of the 
notice. Written comments, unsupported 
by factual data, were received from the 
Yakima Tribal Council. After giving 
due consideration to these comments, it 
was determined that sufficient justifica¬ 
tion existed for the proposed rate in¬ 
crease and, accordingly, § 221.86 of Title 
25, Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter 
I, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Subchapter 
T, is amended as follows: 

§ 221.86 Charges. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the acts 
of August 1, 1914, and March 7, 1928 (38 
Stat. 583, 45 Stat. 210; 25 U.S.C. 385, 
387), the operation and maintenance 
charges on assessable lands under the 
Wapato Indian Irrigation Project, Yak¬ 
ima Indian Reservation, Washington, for 
the calendar year 1961 and subsequent 
years until further notice are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(a) Minimum charges for all tracts in 
noncontiguous single owner¬ 


ship- $7.25 

(b) Flat rate upon all farm units or 

tracts for each assessable acre__ 7. 00 

(c) Storage operation and mainte¬ 


nance. For all lands with a 
storage water right, known as 
“B” lands, in addition to other 
charges per acre_ . 50 


Don C. Foster, 
Area Director . 

[FH. Doc. 61-1142; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[FCC 61-153] 

PART 1—PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 

Forfeitures by Broadcast Licensees 
and Permittees 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 2d day of 
February 1961; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration Public Law 86-752, 86th Con¬ 
gress, 2d Session, which was enacted into 
law on September 13, 1960, and the 
necessity for promulgating rules to 
implement amendments to sections 503 
and 504 of the Communications Act of 
1934 (as previously amended) contained 
in that law; 

It appearing that the amendments to 
the rules ordered herein implementing 
the new provisions of sections 503 and 
504 of the Act are procedural in nature, 
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and that therefore the provisions of 
section 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act are inapplicable; and 

It further appearing that the authority 
for the adoption of these rules is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i) and 303 (r) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

It is ordered, That, effective February 
13, 1961, Part 1 of the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations is amended as set 
forth below. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
164. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Released: February 7,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

New undesignated center head and 
new § 1.370 are added as follows: 

Forfeitures Relating to Broadcast 
Licensees and Permittees 

§ 1.370 Forfeitures relating to broad¬ 
cast licensees and permittees. 

(a) Whenever the Commission finds 
that grounds exist to support a suit for 
collection of forfeiture provided by sec¬ 
tion 503(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, a written notice of 
apparent liability shall be issued by the 
Commission and shall be sent by the 
Commission by registered or certified 
mail to the last known address of the 
licensee or permittee. The notification 
shall specify the date or dates, facts, and 
the nature of the alleged act or acts. 
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omission or omissions with which the 
licensee or permittee is charged, and 
shall specifically identify the partic¬ 
ular provision or provisions of the law, 
rule, or regulation or the license, permit, 
or cease and desist order involved and 
shall set forth the amount of the for¬ 
feiture. The notification shall inform 
the licensee or permittee that: 

(1) He may admit liability by paying 
the amount specified therein; 

(2) He has a right under section 
503(b) (2) of the Act to show in writing 
why he should not be held liable; and 

(3) If he admits liability but considers 
the amount of the forfeiture excessive he 
may submit in writing the reasons 
therefor. 

(b) Payment must be made, or a writ¬ 
ten statement in duplicate in response to 
a notification of apparent liability must 
be submitted, within 30 days from the re¬ 
ceipt of the notification or the attempted 
delivery thereof. After consideration of 
the statement, an order shall be entered 
declaring non-liability or establishing 
the amount of the forfeiture. If the 
licensee or permittee fails to take any 
action in respect to a notification of ap¬ 
parent liability for forfeiture, an order 
shall be entered establishing the forfei¬ 
ture as the amount set forth in the notice 
of apparent liability. Orders of forfei¬ 
ture shall also advise the party or parties 
of the Commission’s authority under sec¬ 
tion 504(b) of the Act to remit or miti¬ 
gate such forfeitures upon application 
therefor. The Commission shall serve 
orders of forfeiture or orders of non¬ 
liability upon the licensee or permittee 
involved. 


(c) Orders of forfeiture may be satis¬ 
fied by payment, within 30 days from the 
date of receipt of the order, of the 
amount specified therein. Applications 
for mitigation or remission shall be filed 
within 30 days from the date of receipt 
of the order of forfeiture. The applica¬ 
tion must state the facts relied upon and 
must be in duplicate. After considering 
the application, an order remitting the 
entire amount, mitigating the forfeiture 
or denying relief shall be served on the 
licensee or permittee. Such orders may 
be satisfied by payment within 30 days 
from the date of receipt of the notifica¬ 
tion of the amount specified therein. 

(d) If the licensee or permittee fails 
to take any action in respect to an order 
imposing or mitigating a forfeiture or 
denying relief, the case may be referred 
by the Commission to the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral of the United States for appropriate 
civil action to recover the forfeiture in 
accordance with the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 504(a) of the Act. 

(e) Payment of forfeitures shall be 
made by check or similar means drawn 
to the order of the Treasurer of the 
United States and mailed to the Com¬ 
mission. 

(f) Factual material contained in 
statements or applications submitted by 
the licensee or permittee in accordance 
with the provisions of this section shall, 
except for material of which official 
notice may be taken, be supported by 
affidavit of a person or persons with per¬ 
sonal knowledge thereof. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1179; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 





Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION. AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 120 1 
PARATHION IN OR ON RICE 
Establishing Tolerances for Residues 

The Agricultural Extension Service in 
the State of California has requested 
that action be taken to establish a toler¬ 
ance for parathion on rice to permit ap¬ 
plication of this pesticide to rice fields 
to control mosquitoes. They find that 
0.1 pound of actual parathion per acre is 
effective for this purpose. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
advises that parathion is useful for the 
purpose proposed and that the residues 
of parathion on harvested rice would not 
exceed 1 part per million. Such residues 
on rice will not involve a hazard to man 
or animals. 

Accordingly, the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs, on his own initiative and 
under the authority of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408 (b), 
(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 346a (b), 
(e)), vested in the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare and delegated to 
the Commissioner (25 F.R. 8625) pro¬ 
poses that the regulations for tolerances 
for pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultural commodities (21 CFR 120.- 
121; 25 FR. 6878) be amended by add¬ 
ing rice to the list of commodities in 
§ 120.121. As amended, § 120.121 reads 
as follows: 

§ 120.121 Tolerances for residues of 
parathion. 

A tolerance of 1 part per million is 
established for residues of parathion 
(0,0-diethyl O-p-nitrophenyl thiophos- 
phate) in or on the following raw agri¬ 
cultural commodities: Alfalfa, barley, 
clover, corn forage, garlic, grass for for¬ 
age, hops, oats, olives, pea forage, rice 
vetch, wheat. 

A person who has registered or who 
has submitted an application for the 
registration of an economic poison under 
hie Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act containing parathion 
inay request, within 30 days from pub¬ 
lication of this proposal in the Federal 
Register, that the proposal be referred 
to an advisory committee in accordance 
with section 408(e) of the Federal Food, 
Drug and Cosmetic Act. 

Any interested person may, within 30 
days from the date of the publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, file, 
i? Quintuplicate, with the Hearing Clerk, 
Department of Health, Education, and 


Welfare, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington 25, D.C., written views or 
comments on this proposal. 

Dated: February 3, 1961. 

[seal] John L. Harvey, 

Deputy Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1154; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:48 a.m.l 


[21 CFR Part 120 1 
SODIUM PROPIONATE 

Exemption From Requirement of 
Tolerances 

Data in possession of the Food and 
Drug Administration indicate that 
sodium propionate has been used as a 
fungicide in the production of garlic. 
When sodium propionate is so used it 
does not constitute a hazard to the 
public health. 

Accordingly, the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs, on his own initiative 
and under the authority of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 346a(e)), 
vested in the Secretary of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare and delegated to the 
Commissioner (25 F.R. 8625), proposes 
that the regulations for tolerances for 
pesticide chemicals in or on raw agri¬ 
cultural commodities (21 CFR Part 120) 
be amended by adding the following new 
section: 

§ 120.185 Sodium propionate; exemp¬ 
tion from the requirement of a 
tolerance for residues. 

Sodium propionate is exempted from 
the requirement of a tolerance for resi¬ 
dues when used as a fungicide in the 
production of garlic. 

A person who has registered or who 
has submitted an application for the 
registration of an economic poison under 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act containing sodium pro¬ 
pionate may request, within 30 days from 
publication of this proposal in the 
Federal Register, that the proposal be 
referred to an advisory committee in 
accordance with section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Any interested person is invited at any 
time prior to the thirtieth day from the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register to file with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare, Room 5440, 330 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington 
25, D.C., written comments on the pro¬ 
posal. Comments may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 


All documents shall be filed in quln- 
tuplicate. 

Dated: February 3,1961. 

[seal] John L. Harvey, 

Deputy Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1155; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 ] 

FOOD ADDITIVES 
Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5) ), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by The Dow Chemical 
Company, Midland, Michigan, proposing 
the issuance of a regulation to provide 
for the safe use of erythromycin thio¬ 
cyanate in combination with zoalene in 
chicken feed. 

Dated: February 3,1961. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1147; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 ] 

FOOD ADDITIVES 
Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by Hercules Powder Com¬ 
pany, Inc., Wilmington 99, Delaware, 
proposing the issuance of a regulation to 
provide for the safe use of alkyl ketene 
dimers in paper and paperboard for food 
packaging. 

Dated: February 3,1961. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1148; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 1 
FOOD ADDITIVES 
Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by The Dow Chemical 
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Company, Midland, Michigan, proposing 
the issuance of a regulation to permit the 
safe use of oleandomycin in combination 
with zoalene in chicken feed. 

Dated: February 6,1961. 

[SEAL] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 

of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1149; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 1 

FOOD ADDITIVES 

Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by The Goodyear Tire and 
Rubber Company, 1144 East Market 
Street, Akron 16, Ohio, proposing the is¬ 
suance of a regulation to provide for the 
safe use of polysorbate 80 in films used 
for food packaging. 

Dated: February 6,1961. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1150; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 ] 

FOOD ADDITIVES 
Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by Allegheny Refining 
Company, Plum Street, Verona, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, proposing the issuance of a regula¬ 
tion permitting the safe use of dipro¬ 
pylene glycol as an auxiliary lubricant 
in the rolling of aluminum sheet and foil 
for food packaging. 

Dated: February 6,1961. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1151; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 1 
FOOD ADDITIVES 
Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion has been filed by Lilly Varnish Com¬ 
pany, 666 South California Street, 
Indianapolis 7, Indiana, proposing the 
issuance of a regulation permitting in the 
formulation of food container coatings, 
in addition to certain substances previ¬ 
ously listed as being subject to extension 
actions under § 121.87 and published in 
the Federal Register of March 17, 1960 
(25 F.R. 2204), the following: 


Alkylated melamine-formaldehyde resin. 
Butylated urea-formaldehyde resin. 
Cerium-lanthanum napthenate. 
Diphenylamine. 

Ethyl polysiloxane (viscosity 30,000 centi- 
poises). 

Phenol o-cresol-formaldehyde resin. 

Pine wood resin derivative. 

Polyoxyethylene glycol 400 monooleate. 
Sodium dioctylsulfosuccinate. 

Dated: February 6, 1961. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1152; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:48 am.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 1 
FOOD ADDITIVES 
Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by Merck and Company, 
Inc., Rahway, New Jersey, proposing the 
issuance of a regulation to provide for 
the safe use of amprolium in medicated 
turkey feed, with or without penicillin 
and streptomycin. 

Dated: February 6,1961. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1153; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:48 am.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 Parts CFR 600, 608 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-AN-32] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND RESTRICTED 
AREAS 

Designation of Restricted Area/Mili¬ 
tary Climb Corridor; Alteration of 
Federal Airway 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to §§ 608.22 and 600.102 
of the regulations of the Administrator, 
the substance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration a proposal by the 
Department of the Air Force for the 
designation of a Restricted Area/Mili¬ 
tary Climb Corridor at Eielson Air Force 
Base, Fairbanks, Alaska. The military 
climb corridor, designated as a restricted 
area, would confine high-speed, high 
rate-of-climb Century series aircraft de¬ 
parting from the airbase on active air 
defense missions within a relatively small 
area. These aircraft would operate to 
and from the Eielson AFB and the Base 
Commander would be designated the 
Using Agency. The restricted area would 
provide protection for these aircraft and 
other users of the airspace during the 
initial climb phase of the air defense 
mission. The proposed Restricted Area/ 
Military Climb Corridor would be cen¬ 


tered on the 016° True radial of the Eiel¬ 
son Air Force Base TACAN and would 
extend from 5 statute miles north of the 
airbase to 32 statute miles north of the 
airbase expanding uniformly from a 
width of 2 statute miles at the beginning 
to 4.6 statute miles at the outer extrem¬ 
ity. The lower altitude limits would ex¬ 
tend in graduated steps from 3,500 feet 
MSL to 16,000 feet MSL. The upper 
altitude limits would extend in gradu¬ 
ated steps from 15,000 feet MSL to 
27,000 feet MSL. The time of designa- I 
tion would be continuous. 

The controlling agency would be Fair¬ 
banks Approach Control. The control¬ 
ling agency would authorize aircraft to 
operate within the restricted area when 
not in use for active air defense missions. 

If this action is taken, R^2207 Fair¬ 
banks, Alaska (Eielson Air Force Base) 
Restricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
would be designated as follows: 

Boundaries. That area centered on the 
016° True radial of the Eielson Air Force Base 
TACAN extending from 5 statute miles north 
of the airbase to 32 statute miles north of 
the airbase having a width of 2 statute miles 
at the beginning and a width of 4.6 statute 
miles at the outer extremity. 

Designated altitudes. 

3,500' MSL to 15,000' MSL from 5 statute 
miles N of the airbase to 6 statute miles N 
of the airbase. 

3,500' MSL to 24,000' MSL from 6 to 7 
statute miles N of the airbase. 

5,500' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 7 to 0 
statute miles N of the airbase. 

7,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 9 to 15 
statute miles N of the airbase. 

10,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 15 to 20 
statute miles N of the airbase. 

13,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 20 to 25 
statute miles N of the airbase. 

16,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 25 to 32 
statute miles N of the airbase. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Fairbanks Approach Control. 

Using agency. Commander, Eielson AFB, 
Alaska. 

Concurrently with this action it is pro¬ 
posed to alter § 600.102 to include in the 
description of Amber Federal airway No. 
2, “The portion of this airway that co¬ 
incides with R-2207 Fairbanks, Alaska 
(Eielson AFB) Restricted Area/Military 
Climb Corridor shall be used only after 
obtaining prior approval from the ap¬ 
propriate authority.” 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 440, 
Anchorage, Alaska. All communications 
received within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by contact¬ 
ing the Regional Air Traffic Management 
Field Division Chief, or the Chief, Air¬ 
space Utilization Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Washington 25, D.C. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dui- 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of tne 
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record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Management Field Division 
Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 3, 1961. 

Charles W. Carmody, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 61-1140; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-264] 

POSITIVE CONTROL AREAS 
Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.9011 of the reg¬ 
ulations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The (Chicago, Ill.-Indianapolis, Ind.), 
positive control area is presently desig¬ 
nated as that airspace within the con¬ 
tinental control area, from 24,000 feet 
MSL to flight level 350, bounded by a 
line beginning at: 

Latitude 41°45'30" N., longitude 83°10'45" 
W., thence to latitude 41°39'30" N., longitude 
83°15T5" W., thence to latitude 41°00'00" 
N., longitude 82°30'00" W., thence to lati¬ 
tude 40°32'00 // N., longitude 81°40'00" W., 
thence to latitude 39°12'00" N., longitude 
81°25'00" W., thence to latitude 38°40'00" 
N., longitude 82°00'00" W., thence to latitude 
37°51'00" N., longitude 84°00'00" W., thence 
to latitude 37°40'00" N., longitude 87°30'00" 
W., thence to latitude 39°45'00" N., longitude 
88 # 11'00" W., thence to latitude 40°18'00" 
N., longitude 89 WOO" W., thence to latitude 
41WOO" N., longitude 89W00" W., thence 
to latitude 42 WOO" N., longitude 90°15'00" 
W. t thence to latitude 43°00 ; 00" N., longitude 
90°00'00" W., thence to latitude 43°25'00" 
N., longitude 89 WOO" W., thence to latitude 
43°20'00" N., longitude 87°43'20" W., thence 
to latitude 43°14'20" N., longitude 87°44'30" 
w ;* thence to latitude 43°14'55" N., longitude 
87°30'00" W m thence to latitude 41°53'00" 
N., longitude 86°08'00" W., thence to the 
point of beginning. 

The Federal Aviation Agency is pres¬ 
ently conducting an evaluation program 
(“Operation Pathfinder”) of the con¬ 
cepts, techniques and procedures of area 
positive control of high altitude air traf¬ 
fic between the altitudes of 24,000 feet 
MSL and Might Level 350 within the 
Chicago-Indianapolis positive control 
area. Information available at this 
ime indicates that it is feasible to raise 
tne upward limits of the Chicago- 
ndianapolis positive control area to 
Flight Level 600. Accordingly, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency proposes to alter 

e upward limits of the area to extend 


from 24,000 feet MSL to Might Level 600. 
However, no final rule making action 
will be effected until completion of the 
evaluation program. 

This alteration would afford positive 
control to aircraft conducting high al¬ 
titude flight activities in this area above 
Might Level 350, but would not alter the 
presently designated lateral dimensions 
of the Chicago-Indianapolis positive 
control area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Ave¬ 
nue, Kansas City 10, Mo. All communi¬ 
cations received within forty-five days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Man¬ 
agement Field Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Meld Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 3,1961. 

Charles W. Carmody, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doe. 61-1137; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-187] 

CONTROL AREAS 
Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.1215 of the reg¬ 
ulations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Galveston, Tex., control area ex¬ 
tension is presently designated as all 
that area extending from the Houston, 
Tex., control area (§ 601.1053) to the 
New Orleans, La., Oceanic control area, 
bounded on the west by a line from 
latitude 29°04'40" N., longitude 95°- 
OO'OO" W., to latitude 28°02'20" N., lon¬ 
gitude 94°20'00" W., and bounded on the 
east by a line from latitude 29°16'00" 


N., longitude 94°43'15" W., to latitude 
28°15'00" N., longitude 92°42'00" W., 
excluding that portion below 2,500 feet 
between the United States shoreline and 
the New Orleans Oceanic control area. 
The Federal Aviation Agency is consid¬ 
ering altering this control area extension 
by increasing the width of the area to 
provide additional airspace for the pro¬ 
tection of aircraft operating under in¬ 
strument flight rule conditions along 
recently approved additional routes be¬ 
tween the Houston terminal area and 
Central and South American terminals. 

If this action is taken, the Galveston, 
Tex., control area extension would be 
designated within the area bounded by 
a line beginning at latitude 29°02'10" 
N., longitude 95°05'00" W.; extending 
northeast 3 nautical miles from and 
parallel to the United States shoreline 
to latitude 29°19'00" N., longitude 94°- 
40'30" W.; thence southeast to latitude 
28°15'00" N., longitude 92°07'00" W.; 
thence west to latitude 28°15'00" N., 
longitude 94°00'00" W.; thence south¬ 
west to latitude 27°32'00" N., longitude 
95°09'00" W.; thence south-southwest 
to latitude 26°50'20" N., longitude 95°- 
30'00" W.; thence north to latitude 
27°00'00" N., longitude 95°30'00" W.; 
thence north-northeast to point of be¬ 
ginning; excluding that portion below 
2,500 feet mean sea level. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Meld Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Fort Worth 1, Tex. All communications 
received within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Man¬ 
agement Field Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 
25, D.C. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of com¬ 
ments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Management Field 
Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 3, 1961. 

Charles W. Carmody, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1138; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:45 a.m.] 
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[14 CFR Part 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-AN-31] 

CONTROL AREAS 
Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.1275 of the reg¬ 
ulations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Fairbanks, Alaska, control area 
extension is designated within a 25-mile 
radius of Ladd Air Force Base, within 5 
miles either side of the east course of the 
Fairbanks radio range extending to a 
point 25 miles east of the Chena, Alaska, 
radio beacon, and within 15 miles on the 
southwest side of the centerline of Amber 
Federal airway No. 2 extending from the 
Big Delta, Alaska, radio range to the 
Fairbanks 25-mile radius control area 
extension, excluding the portion which 
lies within and overlaps Big Delta 
Restricted Area R-2202. 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering altering this control area ex¬ 
tension as follows: 

1. Revoke the portion of the control 
area extension based on the east course 
of the Fairbanks radio range. This ex¬ 
tension is no longer required since the 
instrument approach procedure at Ladd 
AFB utilizing the east course of the Fair¬ 
banks radio range has been cancelled. 

2. Revoke the portion of the control 
area extension which coincides with the 
segment of Amber Federal airway No. 
2 between Fairbanks and Big Delta. 
This would eliminate a dual designation 
of control areas. 

3. Add an extension southeast of 
Fairbanks within 9 miles southwest of 
and 20 miles northeast of a line bearing 
299° and 199° True from the Big Delta, 
Alaska, radio range, extending from 12 
miles northwest to 45 miles southeast of 
the radio range. This extension would 
provide protection for aircraft executing 
high altitude holding procedures prior 
to executing a prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach to Eielson AFB. 

4. Add an extension within a 50-mile 
radius of Ladd AFB extending clockwise 
from the southwest boundary of Amber 
2, southeast of Fairbanks to the south 
boundary of Green 7. This extension 
would provide protection for aircraft de¬ 
parting Eielson AFB and for aircraft ex¬ 
ecuting prescribed instrument approach 
procedures at Eielson AFB. 

5. Add an extension within 9 miles 
north and 15 miles south of the Nenana, 
Alaska, VOR 105° and 285° True radials 
extending from 12 miles east to 45 miles 
west of the VOR. This extension would 
provide protection for aircraft executing 
high altitude holding procedures prior 
to executing prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach procedures at Eielson AFB. If 
these actions are taken, the Fairbanks, 
Alaska, control area extension would be 
designated within a 2 5-mile radius of 
Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska (latitude 
64°50'15" N., longitude 147°36'45" W.), 
extending clockwise from the southern 
boundary of Green Federal airway No. 


7 to the southwestern boundary of 
Amber Federal airway No. 2, southeast 
of Fairbanks; within a 50-mile radius of 
Ladd AFB extending clockwise from tlie 
southwestern boundary of Amber 2, 
southeast of Fairbanks, to the southern 
boundary of Green 7; within 9 miles 
north and 15 miles south of the Nenana, 
Alaska, VOR 105° and 285° True radials 
extending from 12 miles east to 45 miles 
west of the VOR; within 9 miles south¬ 
west and 20 miles northeast of a line 
bearing 299° and 119° True from the Big 
Delta, Alaska, radio range station, ex¬ 
tending from 12 miles northwest to 45 
miles southeast of the radio range sta¬ 
tion; and the area bounded on the north¬ 
east by Amber 2, on the southeast by a 
line extending from the Big Delta radio 
range station to the northeast corner 
of Restricted Area R-2202, on the south¬ 
west by Restricted Area R-2202 and on 
the northwest by the 50-mile radius con¬ 
trol area extension. The portion of the 
proposed control area extension which 
would coincide with Restricted Area 
R-2202 would be excluded. That por¬ 
tion which would coincide with the Fair¬ 
banks, Alaska (Eielson AFB) Restricted 
Area/Military Climb Corridor proposed 
for designation in Airspace Docket No. 
60-AN-32 would be used only after ob¬ 
taining prior approval from the appro¬ 
priate authority. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 440, An¬ 
chorage, Alaska. All communications 
received within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Man¬ 
agement Field- Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 
25, D.C. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of com¬ 
ments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Management Field 
Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 3,1961. 

Charles W. Carmody, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1139; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:46 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 3 1 

[Docket No. 13945 (RM-218); FCC 61-152] 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS, TELEVISION 
BROADCAST STATIONS 

Princeton and Vincennes, Ind. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making concerning changes in the 
UHF television channel assignments, as 
discussed below. 

2. The Commission has under con¬ 
sideration a petition filed December 19, 
1960 by Vincennes University, Vincennes, 
Indiana, looking toward amendment of 
§ 3.606 Table of assignments, Television 
Broadcast Stations so as to effectuate 
the allocation of Channel 52 to Vin¬ 
cennes, Indiana. Petitioner seeks the 
following changes: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present- 

Proposed 

Princeton, Ind_-_----- 

52+ 

44+ 

44+ 

52+ 

Vincennes, Ind _ 



3. The purpose of the proposed reallo¬ 
cation between Princeton and Vincennes 
is to enable Vincennes University to 
apply for and operate a partly commer¬ 
cial and partly educational station on 
Channel 52 utilizing the equipment of 
Southern Indiana Telecasting, Inc., 
which held a CP on Channel 52 in 
Princeton until December 23, 1960. 

4. Petitioner, a community junior col¬ 
lege, asserts that it is engaged in an ex¬ 
pansion program, that it “desires to enter 
the television field and by use of this 
medium to extend its educational service 
to the Vincennes community and sur¬ 
rounding area,” that assignment of 
Channel 52 to Vincennes not only will 
enable it to acquire and use the Southern 
Indiana equipment at greatly reduced 
cost but that there are a “number of 
receiver sets already tuned to Channel 
52 which will provide an immediate audi¬ 
ence for the proposed station.’' 

5. The Commission is of the view that 
there is merit in the petitioner’s proposal. 
The overall allocation pattern would not 
be disturbed to any significant degree; 
the proposed allocation holds promise of 
contributing a valuable service to the 
Vincennes community and of conven- 
iencing members of the public who now 
own sets which are tunable to Channel 
52. 

6. As petitioner points out, the pro¬ 
posed allocation of Channel 52 to Vin¬ 
cennes at the site that petitioner intends 
to use results in Channel 52 in Vincennes 
being 58 miles short of the reference 
point in Washington, Indiana, where 
Channel 60 is allocated but not used. 
Petitioner, nevertheless, states that there 
is a substantial area within which a 
transmitter could be located in Washing¬ 
ton and meet the minimum separation 
requirements of the Commission’s rules. 
Rather than waive the rules with respect 
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to separation, the substitution of Chan¬ 
nel 76+ for 60+ in Washington, Indiana, 
would more effectively accomplish the 
allocation of Channel 52+ to Vincennes. 

7. Accordingly, the Commission is of 
the view that rule making should be 
instituted looking toward the following 
changes in the Television Table of 
Assignments: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Vincennes, Ind____ 

44+ 

52+ 

60+ 

52+ 

44+ 

76+ 

Princeton, Ind.___ 

Washington, Ind____ 



8. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment proposed herein is contained 
in sections 4 (i) and (j), 303 and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

9. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before March 2, 1961, and 
reply comments on or before March 17, 
1961. In reaching its decision herein, the 
Commission will not be limited to con¬ 
sideration of comments of record, but 
will take into account all relevant infor¬ 
mation obtained in any manner from in¬ 
formed sources. 

10. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments and state¬ 
ments shall be furnished to the 
Commission. 

Adopted: February 2,1961. 

Released: February 7,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FB. Doc. 61-1176; Piled, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 a.m.] 


I 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket Nos. 13858,13859] 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS, TELEVISION 
BROADCAST STATIONS; NEW 
YORK AND PENNSYLVANIA 

Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments 

^ matter of amendment of § 3.606 
Table of Assignments, Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations (Syracuse, Rochester, 
himira, Binghamton and Corning, New 
York; and Williamsport, Pennsylvania 
ana Rochester, New York). 

1. Transcontinent Television Corpo¬ 
ration licensee of Station WROC-TV, 
Rochester, New York, in a petition filed 

- 25 \. 1961, has re Quested the 
tominissjQn t ° extend the time for filing 

ppS? 1611 ^ in the above-entitled pro- 
Anrn n i 8 | Jn*? 1 Februar y 15, 1961 until 
th P p n 1 ^ 61 ’ or until thirt y d ays after 
u,® Commission clarifies and amplifies 

Son?* of P r °P°sed rule making in 
request* 1106 petitioner ’ s Previous 

extending £ rder . of Member 27, 1960, 
wending the original date for filing 


comments in this proceeding, the Com¬ 
mission recognized that the public in¬ 
terest would be served by making avail¬ 
able to interested parties before com¬ 
ments are filed the views of the Canadian 
Government on certain relevant matters. 
Since the Canadian views have not yet 
been made available to interested 
parties, the public interest will be served 
by further extending the time for filing 
comments in these proceedings. 

3. Accordingly , it is ordered , This 3d 
day of February 1961, that the above- 
mentioned petition of Transcontinent 
Television Corporation is granted to the 
extent ordered herein, and that the time 
for filing comments in these proceedings 
is extended from February 15, 1961, to 
March 31, 1961, and that the time for 
filing reply comments is extended from 
February 27,1961, to April 11,1961. 

Released: February 6,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 61-1177; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 11] 

[Docket No. 13930; FCC 61-132] 

BUSINESS RADIO SERVICE 
Certain “Tertiary” Channels 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. This proceeding is being instituted 
by the Commission in order to obtain 
the views and comments of interested 
persons with regard to the following 
proposal : 

(a) Further “channel splitting” be¬ 
tween the frequencies 151.625-151.955 Me 
and 154.540-154.600 Me, whereby thir¬ 
teen (13) new tertiary or 15 kc channels 
will become available for assignment 
on a regular (rather than as heretofore, 
developmental) basis, to qualified appli¬ 
cants in the Business Radio Service. 

3. The extremely rapid rate of growth 
which has been experienced in the Busi¬ 
ness Radio Service since its creation 
in August of 1958, has led to many prob¬ 
lems of frequency scarcity and resultant 
congestion. In recent months it has 
become manifest that more frequency 
space in the 150 Me range is needed by 
the Service in order to alleviate pockets 
of congestion that have developed in 
many areas. However, since additional 
frequency space is not available, and in 
view of the mutual sharing envisioned 
for and attained in the Business Serv¬ 
ice, it appears that the best approach 
towards alleviation of the problem is to 
provide for a higher degree of carrier 
frequency selection within the available 
bands. 

4. It will be recalled that by reason 
of Commission action in Dockets 11253, 
12169, and 12295, narrow-band technical 
standards were adopted and applied im¬ 
mediately to the majority of the fre¬ 
quency space being considered herein. 
Such standards permit operation in the 
same general area with 30 kc separation 


and greatly facilitate operations on 15 
kc separations with minimum geograph¬ 
ical separations. 

5. It is in view of the need of the Bus¬ 
iness Radio Service and our present 
ability to satisfy this need to some ex¬ 
tent, that the instant proposal to further 
split these channels is put forward. 

6. The channel splitting to be accom¬ 
plished in the 151.625-151.955 Me band 
will result in 11 new tertiary (15 kc) 
frequencies. All of these tertiary or de¬ 
rived channels will be located within the 
confines of a frequency band that is al¬ 
located to the exclusive use of the Busi¬ 
ness Radio Service. Thus, no adjacent 
service coordination or interference 
problems will result. Nor are any inter¬ 
service channel sharing problems pre¬ 
sented. However, with reference to the 
frequencies 154.555 and 154.585 Me 
which will be derived from the band 
154.540-154.600 Me, an adjacent Service 
situation should be noted. In the above- 
noted band, the frequency 154.570 is 
currently shared by the Business and 
Forest Products Radio Services. The 
channels to be derived (154.555 and 
154.585 Me) will therefore be adjacent to 
a frequency that is utilized concurrently 
with another Service. This other Serv¬ 
ice, however, utilizes the 154.570 Me 
channel on a basis secondary to that of 
the Business Service, at low power, and 
without protection from Business Serv¬ 
ice licensees operating on the channel. 
It does not appear therefore that any 
detrimental effect will be experienced by 
Forest Products Radio Service licensees 
on this channel should our proposal 
herein be adopted. Rather, it appears 
that prospective Business Service li¬ 
censees may afford the Forest Products 
Service a measure of protection not 
heretofore available, by reason of the 
fact that they may operate adjacent to, 
rather than directly upon, a channel that 
is now shared. 

7. There remains for disposition the 
“General Reference” and assignment 
“limitations” which should apply to the 
frequencies proposed. In the first of the 
subject bands, viz, 151.625-151.955 Me, 
there are presently 12 assignable fre¬ 
quencies. Of these 12, one has been set 
aside for Itinerant use, 9 for Permanent 
use and 2 are for General use. The ter¬ 
tiary frequencies proposed to be made 
available in this band are 11 in number. 
Of these 11 we are proposing 8 for Per¬ 
manent use and 3 for General use. Be¬ 
cause of the proximity of two of the new 
General frequencies to existing Itinerant 
and Permanent use frequencies, opera¬ 
tion on the new General use frequencies 
151.640 Me and 151.910 Me would be 
limited to a maximum plate power input 
of 180 watts to the final radio frequency 
stage. The other new General use ter¬ 
tiary frequency at 151.940 Me, being 
adjacent to existing General use frequen¬ 
cies with permissable power of 600 watts, 
will not be limited to the 180 watt figure. 
The balance of 8 new tertiary frequen¬ 
cies are designated for Permanent use 
subject to the power and restricted per¬ 
manent area type operations presently 
specified as assignment limitations in our 
frequency table, and applicable to all 
Permanent use frequencies. Insofar as 
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the derived frequencies 154.555 Me and 
154.585 Me are concerned, we propose, in 
keeping with the uses to which their im¬ 
mediate adjacencies may he placed, that 
a Low Power General use be designated, 
and that the assignment limitations ap¬ 
plicable to other Low Power General use 
frequencies be in like manner applied to 
the new tertiary channels. 

8. Our specific proposal is set forth 
below. 

9. Authority for promulgation of the 
proposed amendments set forth in detail 
below, is contained in sections 4(i) and 
3Q3 of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended. 

10. Any interested person who is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendments 
should not be adopted or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, and 
any persons desiring to support this pro¬ 
posal may file with the Commission on or 
before March 15, 1961, a written state¬ 
ment or brief setting forth his comments. 
Replies to such comments may be filed 
within ten days from the last day for fil¬ 
ing original comments. No additional 
comments may be filed unless (1) spe¬ 


cifically requested by the Commission or 
(2) good cause for the filing of such addi¬ 
tional comments are established. The 
Commission will consider all comments 
filed hereunder prior to taking final 
action in this matter provided that, not¬ 
withstanding the provisions of § 1.213 of 
the rules, the Commission’s considera¬ 
tion will not be limited solely to the com¬ 
ments filed in this proceeding. 

11. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, and comments filed 
shall be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: February 1,1961. 

Released: February 6, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

1. It is proposed that § 11.554(a) be 
amended by deleting from the tabulation 
of frequencies, entries beginning 151.625 
Me and ending 154.600 Me, and sub¬ 
stituting the following: 


Frequency 
or band 

Class of station 

General reference 

Limita¬ 

tions 

Me 

151.625 
151.640 
151.655 
151.670 
151.685 
151. 700 
151.715 
151. 730 
151. 745 
151. 760 
151. 775 
151. 790 
151. 805 
151.820 
151.835 
151.850 
151.8G5 
151.880 


Itinerant use..-.—-.— 

10,12 

10 

10,11 
10,11 
10.11 
10,11 
10,11 
10,11 
10,11 


General use..-. 

_ - 

do 

Permanent use...— 











_do.._____-_ 




10,11 
10,11 
10,11 







10,11 
10,11 
10,11 







10,11 

10,11 

10,11 

10,11 







1D1. OaO 

151.910 
151.925 
151.940 
151.955 
152.300 
152.360 
152. 420 
154.540 
154. 555 
154.570 


General use. 

10 










Permanent use. 

15 

15 

10,11 
13,14 
13,14 
13,14 








Low power general use.. 

__ 

(\q _ .. 

.do.-. 

do 


OOO 

154.600 



13,14 




[F.R. Doc. 61-1178; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 8:51 a.m.l 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Alien Property 
ALEKSANDER TOOK 

Notice of Intention To Return Vested 
Property 

Pursuant to section 32(f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to 
return, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty, subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration there¬ 
of prior to return, and after adequate 
provision for taxes and conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Aleksander Took, a/k/a Aleksander Tuk, 
Lodz, Poland; $797.00 in the Treasury of 
the United States. 

Vesting Order No. 3153; Claim No. 37064. 

Executed at Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 31, 1961. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal] Paul V. Myron, 

Acting Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1158; Piled, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

{Order 2] 

mount McKinley national park, 
ALASKA; ADMINISTRATIVE AS¬ 
SISTANT AND PROCUREMENT AND 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT ASSIST¬ 
ANT 

Delegation of Authority To Execute 
and Approve Certain Contracts 

1. Administrative Assistant. The Ad¬ 
ministrative Assistant may excute and 
approve contracts not in excess of 
$25,000 for construction, supplies, equip¬ 
ment and services in conformity with 
applicable regulations and statutory 
authority and subject to availability if 
appropriations. This authority may be 
exercised in behalf of any office or area 
under the supervision of the Superin¬ 
tendent of Mount McKinley National 
Park. 

2. Procurement and Property Manage¬ 
ment Assistant. The Procurement and 

roperty Management Assistant may 
execute and approve contracts not in ex¬ 
cess of $10,000 for construction, supplies, 
equipment and services in conformity 
wi h regulations and statutory authority 
?. n su bject to availability of appropria- 
10 ns. This authority may be exercised 


in behalf of any office or area under the 
supervision of the Superintendent of 
Mount McKinley National Park. 

3. Revocation. This order supersedes 
Order No. 1 issued February 4, 1957. 

(National Park Service Order No. 14 
(19 F.R. 8824); 39 Stat. 535; 16 U.S.C., 
1952 ed. sec. 2, as amended. Region 
Four Order No. 3 of February 17, 1956) 

Samuel A. King, 
Superintendent, 
Mount McKinley National Park. 

March 17,1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1145; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
DE WITT AUCTION ET AL. 

Proposed Posting of Stockyards 

The Chief of the Rates and Registra¬ 
tion Branch, Packers and Stockyards 
Division, Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice, United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture, has information that the 
livestock markets named below are 
stockyards as defined in section 302 of 
the Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 202), and should be 
made subject to the provisions of the 
act. 

De Witt Auction, De Witt, Ark. 

Norwood Stock Yard, Norwood, N.C. 

Central Wisconsin Co-operative Livestock 
Sales Association, Terminal Stockyards, 
Green Bay, Wis. 

Notice is hereby given, therefore, that 
the said Chief, pursuant to authority 
delegated under the Packers and Stock- 
yards Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
181 et seq.), proposes to issue a rule 
designating the stockyards named above 
as posted stockyards subject to the pro¬ 
visions of the act, as provided in section 
302 thereof. 

Any person who wishes to submit 
written data, views, or arguments con¬ 
cerning the proposed rule may do so by 
filing them with the Chief, Rates and 
Registration Branch, Packers and Stock- 
yards Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington 25, D.C., within 
15 days after publication hereof in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th 
day of February 1961. 

H. L. Jones, 

Acting Chief, Rates and Regis¬ 
tration Branch, Packers and 
Stockyards Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1171; Filed, Feb. 9. 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 
HOWARD C. HOLMES 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register during 
the past six months. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of Jan¬ 
uary 29,1961. 

Howard C. Holmes. 

January 30, 1961. 

{FR. Doc. 61-1161; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


JOHN GEORGE KAIN 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b)(6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register during 
the past six months. 


A. Deletions: None. 

B. Additions: International Paper Com¬ 
pany, Dorsey Corp. 


This statement is made as of January 
25,1961. 


John George Kain. 


January 25,1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1131; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:45 a.m.] 


ARTHUR W. WINSTON 

Statement of Changes in Financial 

Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b)(6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register during 
the past six months. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of Janu¬ 
ary 29,1961. 

Arthur W. Winston. 

January 30,1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1133; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:45 ajn.] 
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FRANK R. BAILEY 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro¬ 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 10647 of November 28,1955, 
the following changes have taken place 
in my financial interests as reported in 
the Federal Register during the past six 
months. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of February 
1, 1961. 

Frank R. Bailey. 

February 1, 1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1146; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:46 a.m.] 


TIMOTHY A. LYNCH 

Report of Appointment and Statement 
of Financial Interests 

Report of appointment and statement 
of financial interests required by section 
710(b) (6) of the Defense Production Act 
of 1950, as amended. 

Report of Appointment 

1. Name of appointee; Timothy A. 
Lynch. 

2. Employing agency: Department of 
Commerce, Business and Defense Serv¬ 
ices Administration. 

3. Date of appointment; January 11, 
1961. 

4. Title of position: Assistant Director 
for Mobilization Planning, Aluminum & 
Magnesium Div. 

5. Name of private employer: Rey¬ 
nolds Metal Company, Richmond, 
Virginia. 

Carlton Hayward, 
Director of Personnel. 

December 21,1960. 

Statement of Financial Interests 

6. Names of any corporations of which 
the appointee is an officer or director or 
within 60 days preceding appointment 
has been an officer or director, or in 
which the appointee owns or within 60 
days preceding appointment has owned 
any stocks, bonds, or other financial in¬ 
terests; any partnerships in which the 
appointee is, or within 60 days preceding 
appointment was, a partner; and any 
other businesses in which the appointee 
owns, or within 60 days preceding ap¬ 
pointment has owned, any similar 
interest. 

Aluminum Distributors, Inc. 

Aluminum Hardware, Inc. 

Alumestate, Inc. 

Allegheny Corp. 

Chase-Manhattan Bank-New York. 

1 st Natl. City Bank & Trust Co.-New York 

Cockshutt F. & M. Co. 

Clevite Corp. 

Consolidated-Edison Co. 

IJ.S. Foil “B'\ 

Reynolds Metals Co. 

Highlands (N.J.) Basin Co. 


Roosevelt Automobile Co., Ino. 

Bank deposits. 

Timothy A. Lynch. 

January 26.1961. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1132; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket 9973] 

NEW YORK SHORT-HAUL COACH 
INVESTIGATION 

Notice of Oral Argument 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, that oral argument in the 
above-entitled matter is assigned to be 
held on March 1, 1961 at 10:00 a.m., 
e.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Building, 
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before the Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
7, 1961. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1168; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket 11914] 

NATIONAL AIRLINES, INC.; SUSPEN¬ 
SION OF SERVICE AT MARIANNA, 
FLA. 

Notice of Prehearing Conference 

In the matter of the application of Na¬ 
tional Airlines, Inc., for temporary sus¬ 
pension and abandonment of service at 
Marianna, Florida. 

Notice is hereby given that a prehear¬ 
ing conference on the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on Feb¬ 
ruary 15, 1961, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in 
Room 1029, Universal Building, Con¬ 
necticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Richard A. Walsh. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
7,1961. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1169; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.j 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC 61-154] 

STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION, 
DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY, 
AND OTHER INFORMATION 

Forfeitures 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 2d day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1961; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration Public Law 86-752, 86th Con¬ 


gress, 2d Session, which was enacted into 
law on September 13, 1960, and which, 
inter alia, amends sections 503 and 504 
of the Communications Act of 1934 (as 
previously amended) by adding provi¬ 
sions concerning forfeitures by broad¬ 
cast station licensees and permittees; 

It appearing that it is necessary to 
amend section 0.292(e) of the rules of 
the Commission so as to make it clear 
that the authority delegated therein to 
the Chief of the Safety and Special Radio 
Services Bureau to remit and mitigate 
maritime forfeitures is limited to such 
forfeitures and does not apply to remis¬ 
sion and mitigation of broadcast station 
forfeitures; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ment to the rules ordered herein imple¬ 
menting the new provisions of sections 
503 and 504 relates to internal Commis¬ 
sion organization and procedure, and 
that therefore the provisions of section 
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act 
are inapplicable; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ment herein is issued pursuant to the 
authority of sections 4 (i), 5(d) and 
303 (r) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended; 

It is ordered , That effective February 
13, 1961, the Commission’s Statement of 
Organization, Delegations of Authority, 
and Other Information is amended as 
set forth below. 

Released: February 7,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

1. Paragraph (e) of § 0.292 is amended 
to read as follows: 

Sec. 0.292 Other matters delegated. 
The Chief of the Safety and Special 
Radio Services Bureau is delegated au¬ 
thority to act upon the following appli¬ 
cations, requests and other matters: 
***** 

(e) Applications made pursuant to 
section 504(b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, for mitigation 
or remission of forfeitures imposed un¬ 
der sections 364, 386 and 507 of the Act. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1174; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:51 ajn.] 


[Docket No. 12782; FCC 61M-173] 

STUDY OF RADIO AND TELEVISION 
NETWORK BROADCASTING 

Pursuant to the order of the Commis¬ 
sion released January 27, 1961 (FCC 61- 
122; Mimeo. No. 99337): It is hereby 
ordered, This 3d day of February 1961, 
that the public sessions of this investi-' 
gatory proceeding be reconyened at 
10:00 a.m., Wednesday, March 8, 1961, 
in the courtroom of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, 
United States Courthouse and Post Office 
Building, 312 North Spring Street, Los 
Angeles, California, and that such ses¬ 
sions continue from day to day there¬ 
after as ordered by the Presiding Officer; 
and* Dick Fishell, Betty Langley, Dick 
Fishell & Associates, Mary Rothschild 
and Promotions Unlimited, MCA, Inc., 
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and Taft B. Schreiber, and each of them, 
is hereby commanded to appear at the 
said time and place and to testify in 
the proceeding in accordance with the 
order of the Commission aforementioned 
and the orders and directions of the Pre¬ 
siding Officer herein and to produce all of 
the information and data required by 
the subpoenas heretofore duly served 
upon them and each of them in the 
proceeding. 

Released: February 3,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1175; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13931-13933; FCO 61-134] 

BURLINGTON BROADCASTING CO. 

ET AL. 

Order Designating Applications for 

Consolidated Hearing on Stated 

Issues 

In re applications of William S. Hal- 
pem and Louis N. Seltzer, d/b as Bur¬ 
lington Broadcasting Company, Burling¬ 
ton, New Jersey, requests: 1460 kc, 5 kw, 
DA-2, U, Docket No. 13931, File No. BP- 
12580; Burlington County Broadcasting 
Company, Mt. Holly, New Jersey, re¬ 
quests: 1460 kc, 5 kw, DA-2, U, Docket 
No. 13932, File No. BP-13871; John J. 
Farina tr/as Mt. Holly-Burlington 
Broadcasting Company, Mt. Holly, New 
Jersey, requests: 1460 kc, 5 kw, DA-2, U, 
Docket No. 13933, File No. BP-13952; 
for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 1st day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1961; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned and 
described applications; 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, each of the 
instant applicants is legally, technically, 
financially, and otherwise qualified to 
construct and operate the instant pro¬ 
posals; and 

It further appearing that the follow¬ 
ing matters are to be considered in con¬ 
nection with the aforementioned issues 
specified below: 

1. Owing to problems of electrical in¬ 
terference, the three proposals herein 
are mutually exclusive. 

2. Although one of the three proposals 
specifies Burlington, New Jersey, and the 
other two proposals specify Mt. Holly, 
New Jersey, as the city to be served, the 
actual service areas of the three appear 
to be substantially the same. Accord¬ 
ingly, a question is raised as to whether 
considerations relating to section 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, are applicable. 

3. Each of the three proposals causes 
objectionable interference to existing 
Station WFPG, Atlantic City, New Jer- 
tw U? licensee of WFPG has requested 

,5? made a Party to any hearing 
field with regard to the applications. 
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4. Each of the three proposals receives 
interference from existing stations 
WFPG, Atlantic City, New Jersey, 
WCMB, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and 
WEMD, Easton, Maryland. 

5. Each of the three proposals receives 
an unusually large amount of interfer¬ 
ence due to a nighttime RSS limitation 
of 22.4 mv/m. The area and population 
losses so involved are as follows: 


Proposal 

Area loss 

Population 

loss 

BP-12580.. 

Percent 

87.4 

86.5 

86.6 

Percent 

79.1 

85.0 

79.9 

BP-13871...- 

BP-13952. 



Although these proposals would provide 
first standard broadcast facilities to 
communities not having such a facility 
and thus fall within one of the express 
exceptions to § 3.28(c) of the Commis¬ 
sion rules, a question still obtains as to 
whether, in accordance with § 3.24(b) of 
the rules, any one of the proposals repre¬ 
sents an efficient utilization of this 
channel. 

6. Additionally, a question obtains as 
to whether the aforementioned night¬ 
time limitation contour of 22.4 mv/m 
for each of the proposals will, in each 
case, adequately serve the respective 
cities. 

(A) BP-12580, Burlington Broadcast¬ 
ing Company: As originally filed, this 
proposal involved no problems as to ade¬ 
quate nighttime coverage of Burlington, 
New Jersey. However, by amendment 
filed September 14, 1960, the applicant 
specified a new transmitter site which 
does involve a question of. adequate 
nighttime coverage. 

(B) BP-13871, Burlington County 
Broadcasting Company: By Commission 
letter of July 20, 1960, the applicant was 
notified that the calculated nighttime 
RSS limitation contour would cover only 
around 40 percent of Mount Holly, New 
Jersey, and, as a result, the proposed 
operation might not provide adequate 
nighttime service to this city. 

By amendment received September 12, 
1960, the applicant made minor changes 
in its proposed nighttime directional 
antenna, thus increasing the proposed 
RMS radiation. According to accom¬ 
panying data submitted by the applicant, 
the result of this increase would be to 
increase service so that 98.1 percent of 
the area within the Mount Holly city 
limits would be within the nighttime 
limitation contour. 

(C) BP-13952, Mt. Holly-Burlington 
Broadcasting Company: By Commission 
letter of July 20, 1960, the applicant in 
BP-13952 was informed that the calcu¬ 
lated nighttime RSS limitation contour 
would cover only approximately 60 per¬ 
cent of Mt. Holly and that, as a result, 
the proposed operation may not provide 
adequate nighttime service to this city. 
By an amendment filed on September 13, 
1960, the applicant submitted measure¬ 
ment data and stated that the proposed 
operation will serve the entire area and 
population of the community. However, 
further study indicates that applicant’s 
plot of measurement data in Figure 2 of 
the amendment does not include points 


numbered 1, 2, and 13. Applicant did 
not indicate that the three measured 
points should not be considered valid. 
In addition, an insufficient number of 
measured points were made within the 
first mile to adequately establish the 
inverse distance field intensity. 

In view of these facts, the measure¬ 
ment data submitted by the Mt. Holly- 
Burlington Broadcasting Company does 
not conclusively establish that adequate 
nighttime coverage would be provided to 
Mt. Holly. 

7. It does not appear that the pro¬ 
posals of the Burlington Broadcasting 
Company and the Mt. Holly-Burlington 
Broadcasting Company will serve the 
business areas of their respective cities 
with a daytime or nighttime signal of 
25 mv/m or greater as required by 
§ 3.188(b)(1) of the Commission rules. 

It is noted that additional measure¬ 
ment data submitted does not, for rea¬ 
sons identical to those noted in 6(C) 
above, conclusively establish 25 mv/m 
coverage of the Mt. Holly business area. 

It further appearing that in view of 
the foregoing, the Commission is unable 
to make the statutory finding that a 
grant of the subject applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity, and is of the opinion that 
the applications must be designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding on 
the issues set forth below: 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the instant applica¬ 
tions are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
Order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from each of the subject proposals 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the nature and extent 
of the interference, if any, that each of 
the instant proposals would cause to and 
receive from each other and the inter¬ 
ference that each of the instant pro¬ 
posals would receive from all other exist¬ 
ing standard broadcast stations, the 
areas and populations affected thereby, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to the areas and populations 
affected by interference from any of the 
instant proposals. 

3. To determine whether each instant 
proposals would cause objectionable in¬ 
terference to Station WFPG, Atlantic 
City, New Jersey, or any other existing 
standard broadcast stations, and, if so, 
the nature and extent thereof, the areas 
and populations affected thereby, and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

4. To determine whether the instant 
proposals of the Burlington Broadcasting 
Company and the Mt. Holly-Burlington 
Broadcasting Company will serve the 
business areas of their respective cities 
with a daytime and nighttime signal of 
25 mv/m or greater, as required by 
§ 3.188(b) (1) of the Commission rules. 

5. To determine whether, because of 
interference received, each of the pro¬ 
posed operations would be consistent 
with § 3.24(b) of the rules, and, if not. 
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whether circumstances exist which 
would warrant a waiver of said section. 

6. To determine whether the night¬ 
time RSS limitation contour of each of 
the proposed operations will provide 
adequate coverage of the respective cities 
sought to be served. 

7. To determine whether considera¬ 
tions with respect to section 307(b) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, are applicable to the instant 
proceeding, and, if so, whether a choice 
between the applications herein can be 
reasonably based thereon, and, if so, 
whether the proposal for Burlington, 
New Jersey, or one of the proposals for 
Mt. Holly, New Jersey, would better pro¬ 
vide a fair, efficient and equitable dis¬ 
tribution of radio service. 

8. To determine, in the event it is con¬ 
cluded that a choice between the instant 
applications cannot be made on consid¬ 
erations relating to section 307(b), which 
of the operations proposed in the above- 
captioned applications would best serve 
the public interest in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues and the record made with 
respect to the significant differences be¬ 
tween the applicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each having a bearing on the ap¬ 
plicant’s ability to own and operate the 
proposed station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the in¬ 
stant applicants with respect to the 
management and operation of the pro¬ 
posed station. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of the instant applications. 

9. To determine, in the event it is con¬ 
cluded pursuant to Issue No. 7 that one 
of the proposals for Mt. Holly should be 
favored, which of the two proposals for 
that city would better serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity in 
light of the evidence adduced pursuant to 
the foregoing issues and the record made 
with respect to the significant differ¬ 
ences between the applicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each having a bearing on the appli¬ 
cant’s ability to own and operate its 
proposed station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the ap¬ 
plicants with respect to the management 
and operation of the proposed station. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of the said applications. 

10. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which, if any, of the instant 
applications should be granted. 

It is further ordered, That, Eastern 
Broadcasting Company, Licensee of Sta¬ 
tion WFPG, Atlantic City, New Jersey, 
is made a party to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and party respond¬ 
ent herein, pursuant to § 1.140 of the 
Commission rules, in person or by attor¬ 
ney, shall, within 20 days of the mailing 
of this Order, file with the Commission 
in triplicate, a written appearance stat¬ 
ing an intention to appear on the date 
fixed for the hearing and present evi¬ 
dence on the issues specified in this 
Order. 


It is further ordered, That, the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his 
own motion or on petition properly filed 
by a party to the proceeding, and upon 
sufficient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give rea¬ 
sonable assurance that the proposals set 
forth in the application will be 
effectuated. 

Released: February 7, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1180; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13929; FCC 61M-169] 

ROBERT LEE COWART 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In the matter of Robert Lee Cowart, 
512 Spruce Street, Myrtle Point, Oregon, 
Docket No. 13929, suspension of radio¬ 
telephone first-class operator license. 

It is ordered. This 2d day of February 
1961, that H. Gifford Irion will preside 
at the hearing in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding which is scheduled to commence 
on March 8, 1961, in Washington, D.C. 

Released: February 6, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1181; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 ajn.] 


[Docket No. 13659; FCC 61M-176] 

W. R. FRIER (WBHF) 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of W. R. Frier 
WBHF), Cartersville, Georgia, Docket 
No. 13659, File No. BP-12264; for con¬ 
struction permit. 

The examiner having before him a 
petition for continuance of hearing filed 
by the above-entitled applicant on Feb¬ 
ruary 1, 1961, seeking either an indefi¬ 
nite continuance or a continuance of 60 
days in order to afford the Commission 
opportunity to pass upon a petition for 
reconsideration and grant filed by the 
applicant with the Commission on No¬ 
vember 8,1960; and 

It appearing that other parties to the 
proceeding interpose no objection to 
grant of the instant pleading; and 

It further appearing that favorable 
consideration of the petition pending be¬ 
fore the Commission would obviate 
hearing; 

It is ordered, This 2d day of February 
1961, that the petition for continuance 
filed by W. R. Frier (WBHF) on Febru¬ 
ary 1, 1961, is granted insofar as it seeks 
60 day continuance; and the hearing now 


scheduled for February 3, 1901, is con. 
tinued to April 3,1961. 

Released: February 6,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1182; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13598 etc.; FCC 61-147] 

GILA BROADCASTING CO. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of Gila Broadcasting 
Company, Docket No. 13598, File No. BR- 
2128; Docket No. 13617, File No. BR- 
2441; Docket No. 13618, File No. BR~ 
970; Docket No. 13619, File No. BR-2731; 
Docket No. 13620, File No. BR-973; 
Docket No. 13621, File No. BRH-851; for 
renewal of licenses of Stations KCKY, 
Coolidge, KCLF, Clifton, KGLU, Saf- 
ford, KVNC, Winslow, KZOW, Globe and 
KWJB-FM, Globe, all in Arizona. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration in the Gila Broadcasting 
Company (Gila hereafter) renewal pro¬ 
ceeding (I) the Broadcast Bureau’s peti¬ 
tion to enlarge issues, filed September 2, 
1960; Gila’s reply filed October 13,1960; 
Earl Perrin Company’s (Perrin here¬ 
after) response, 1 filed October 17, 1960; 
the Bureau’s response to Gila’s reply, 
filed October 14, 1960; and the Bureau’s 
motion to strike Perrin’s response, filed 
October 21, 1960; (II) Gila’s petition for 
reconsideration of the renewal applica¬ 
tions and grant without hearing, filed 
October 19, 1960; the Bureau’s opposi¬ 
tion, filed November 18, 1960; and Gila’s 
reply, filed December 2, 1960; (HI) Per¬ 
rin’s petition to review the Acting Chief 
Hearing Examiner’s decision, filed No¬ 
vember 14,1960; the Bureau’s opposition, 
filed November 28, 1960; and (IV) the 
Bureau’s second petition to enlarge, filed 
November 18, 1960. 

Background. 2. Gila Broadcasting 
Company is the licensee of the several 
above-listed broadcasting stations, whose 
renewal applications were designated for 
hearing by an Order published July 2, 
1960, 25 F.R. 6308. In essence. Issues 1 
to 3 concern violations of section 310(b) 
of the Communications Act, as amended, 
which forbids the transfer of a station’s 
license without Commission approval; 
Issue 4 is to ascertain if from March 
1952, to April 1960, contract and owner¬ 
ship reports had been filed as required by 
the Commission’s Rules; Issue 5 is to de¬ 
termine if, from March 1952, to April 
1960, misrepresentations had been made 
in various reports and applications; Is¬ 
sue 6 asks whether Gila’s stations have 
been operated contrary to various sec¬ 
tions of the Commission’s Rules and Reg¬ 
ulations; and Issue 7 concerns character 


1 Perrin concedes in this pleading that it is 
not a party to the Gila renewal; but states 
that because it stands to suffer substantial 
economic damages if renewal is not granted, 
the pleading should be considered. 
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qualifications based on the fact that 
Gila’s principal stockholder was con¬ 
victed of a Federal Income Tax violation. 
After Gila’s renewal applications had 
been designated for hearing, Perrin, by 
an agreement entered into November 27, 
1959, acquired an option to purchase 
Gila’s stations subject to Commission ap¬ 
proval. The agreement was filed with 
the Commission for consent thereto, 2 and 
Perrin, on August 18, 1960, requested a 
conference with the Broadcast Bureau. 
Following this conference the Bureau re¬ 
quested that the Commission enlarge the 
issues in the renewal proceeding to as¬ 
certain if control of Gila’s stations had 
been relinquished to Perrin without au¬ 
thorization; and subsequently Perrin’s 
request to intervene in the renewal hear¬ 
ing was denied by the Acting Chief Hear¬ 
ing Examiner. 8 The pleadings now be¬ 
fore the Commission with regard to the 
renewal hearing fall into four groups and 
will be discussed in the following order 

(1) the Bureau’s first petition to enlarge 

(2) Gila’s petition for reconsideration, 

(3) Perrin’s petition to review the denial 
of its right to intervene; and (4) the Bu¬ 
reau’s second petition to enlarge. 

(I) The Bureau's first petition to 
enlarge. 3. The Broadcast Bureau re¬ 
quests the following additional issue: 
“To determine whether during the 
period from November 27, 1959, to 
August 31, 1960, the applicant relin¬ 
quished control of the above-captioned 
stations to Earl Perrin Company and its 
officers and employees contrary to the 
provisions of section 310(b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
and the Commission’s rules and policies 
promulgated thereunder,” and modifica¬ 
tion of Issues (4) and (5) to include the 
period March 1952, to August 31, 1960. 
The Bureau bases its request to enlarge 
issues upon information developed at a 
conference requested by Mr. Earl Perrin, 
Sr., which it is alleged indicates an 
unauthorized transfer of Gila’s stations 
to Perrin. The Bureau contends that a 
transcript of the conference reveals that 
Mr. Earl Perrin, Jr., the son of the major 
stockholder of Perrin Company of 
Chicago, has established residence in 
Safford, Arizona, headquarters of Gila; 
has had daily contact with the manage¬ 
ment of Gila’s stations; has been making 
suggestions”; has acted as a “one-man 
watch dog” on behalf of Perrin Com¬ 
pany; must countersign all of Gila’s 

A nd ^ at his suggestion, $19,674 
woith of technical equipment needed in 
, e °5 e ^ ation the stations was pur- 

^?at^w hi i father * The Burea u also 
tates that while the record is not clear 
on this point, Perrin, Sr., personally 

?erSt^ eed Gila ’ S note for $30,000 and 
thA m return only an extension of 
tne option agreement; that Perrin, Sr., 

nr?°! *^ vance d $12,000 in May to cover 
£ ons for the previous month; 

“ June ; $7,000 in July; and 

W0° to August. that in addition> he has 

iK^ 1S S ed two station wagons for Gila’s 
' r inally . the Bureau alleges that a 
Piogra m format dependent upon 

a # S le Nos - b AL- 3750 et al. 
lea^ e M° rand ^ m Opinion and Order, re- 
ased November 4, 1960 (FCC 60M-1894). 
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the availability of Perrin’s funds has 
been established and that the represent¬ 
atives of Perrin Company have ap¬ 
proached members of the community to 
explain the effect of their new approach. 
Gila does not contest the Bureau's as¬ 
sertions, but it does request that the 
Commission postpone a decision on this 
petition until Gila and Perrin submit 
other pleadings, and Perrin makes a 
similar request. The Bureau opposes 
the request, and moves to strike Perrin’s 
response because even Perrin concedes 
it is not a party to the Gila renewal 
hearing. 

4. Information has been presented 
indicating possible unauthorized relin¬ 
quishment of control to Perrin and, 
therefore, justifying enlarging the issues 
in order to make a determination in this 
regard. This information justifies en¬ 
larging the issues to ascertain if Gila 
relinquished control to Perrin without 
Commission authorization. Perrin’s re¬ 
sponse must be stricken since even 
Perrin concedes, in the pleading we are 
striking, that it is not a party to the re¬ 
newal proceeding. 

(II) Gila's petition for reconsidera¬ 
tion. 5. Gila has asked for reconsidera¬ 
tion of its renewal applications and 
grant without a hearing, 4 attaching to 
the petition several affidavits, attempting 
to answer all the issues designated for 
hearing, and to show that the public 
interest will be served by a grant of the 
applications without a hearing. The 
Broadcast Bureau replies that all of the 
evidence presented by Gila was before 
the Commission at the time the applica¬ 
tions were designated for hearing. 

6. At the time the renewal applica¬ 
tions were designated for hearing, the 
Commission had before it Gila’s reply to 
a Commission letter sent pursuant to 
former section 309(b) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended. At 
that time the Commission could not find 
that the public interest would be served 
by granting the applications without a 
hearing. Much of the evidence Gila has 
presented in its request for reconsidera¬ 
tion was before us at that time. In 
addition, since that time another major 
issue (paragraphs 4-5, supra) has been 
added, and itTias not been answered by 
Gila. The Commission has carefully 
considered Gila’s petition, its affidavits, 
its reply, and is still unable to find the 
public interest would be served by grant¬ 
ing the applications without hearing. 
The petition for reconsideration must 
therefore be denied. 

(Ill) Perrin's petition to review denial 
of its right to intervene. 7. Perrin con¬ 
tends that error was committed when its 


4 In this petition Gila also requests 
simultaneous grant of the applications now 
pending for assignment of its licenses to 
Perrin. First, it must be noted that this 
request violates § 1.12 of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations which requires sep¬ 
arate pleadings for different requests. In 
addition, the Commission has decided to 
hold in abeyance the question of immediate 
favorable action on the assignment of Gila’s 
licenses pending disposition of the several 
petitions concerning the renewal hearing 
now before the Commission. (Public Notice 
of Broadcast Actions, No. 3663, January 4, 
1961, Mimeo. No. 98385.) 
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petition to intervene was denied. Perrin 
claims it is entitled to intervene as a 
matter of right because it is a “party in 
interest” within the meaning of section 
309(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended. It attempts to dem¬ 
onstrate an interest by pointing to the 
option agreement to purchase Gila*; 
stations, and by asserting that it has 
made substantial expenditures and 
therefore stands to suffer tangible 
economic injury if renewal of Gila’s 
licenses is not granted. The Broadcast 
Bureau replies that, as the Acting Chief 
Hearing Examiner decided, the general 
principles relied on by Perrin are not 
applicable to the present factual situ¬ 
ation. The Bureau also notes that the 
Examiner did not decide what right to 
intervene Perrin would have after the 
Commission acted on the petition to en¬ 
large issues to ascertain if Gila had 
reliniquished control to Perrin. 

8. Without deciding whether the facts 
existing at the time Perrin filed its 
petition would have merited its inter¬ 
vention, we believe that the enlargement 
of the issues ordered herein confers on 
Perrin sufficient interest in the pro¬ 
ceeding to warrant its admission as a 
party respondent. In view of our order 
herein to that effect, the Examiner’s 
earlier action in denying intervention 
and Perrin’s petition for review thereof 
are rendered moot. 

(IV) The Bureau's second petition to 
enlarge. 9. The following additional 
issue is requested by the Broadcast 
Bureau: “To determine whether Gila 
Broadcasting Company, Inc. has failed 
to maintain service of its broadcasting 
facilities without Commission authori¬ 
zation and if so whether it is qualified 
to be a broadcast licensee.” The Bureau 
bases this request on the fact that five 
of Gila’s stations which had been denied 
authority to go off the air went silent on 
October 29, 1960, and have so remained 
since that time. Subsequent to the filing 
of the Bureau’s pleading, the Commission 
has decided to grant a separate petition 
by Gila to reconsider the Commission’s 
denial of the stations’ request to cease 
broadcasting. This order by the Com¬ 
mission serves to remove the factual 
basis upon which the Bureau’s request 
is predicated, and its second petition 
to enlarge will therefore be denied. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 2d day 
of February 1961, that the petition for 
reconsideration and grant, filed by the 
Gila Broadcasting Company, October 19, 
1960, is denied; and 

It is further ordered. That the motion 
of the Broadcast Bureau to strike the 
“Response of the Earl Perrin Company”, 
filed October 21, 1960, is granted; and 
It is further ordered, That the petition 
to enlarge issues, filed by the Broadcast 
Bureau, on September 2,1960, is granted: 
that the designation order published 
July 2, 1960, 25 F.R. 6308, is amended 
by modifying issues (4) and (5) to read 
as follows: 

4. To determine whether, during the 
period from March 1952 to August 1960, 
the applicant failed to file various re¬ 
ports and agreements as required by the 
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provisions of §§ 1.342 and 1.343 of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. 

5. To determine whether, during the 
period from March 1952 to August 1960, 
the applications and reports filed by the 
applicant contained misrepresentations 
and omissions of material facts. 

It is further ordered. That Issue 8 is 
renumbered as Issue 9, and the following 
issue is added: 

8. To determine whether during the 
period from November 27, 1959, to Au¬ 
gust 31, 1960, the applicant relinquished 
control of the above-captioned stations 
to Earl Perrin Company and its officers 
and employees contrary to the provi¬ 
sions of section 310(b) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, and the 
Commission’s rules and policies promul¬ 
gated thereunder. 

It is further ordered, That the petition 
to enlarge issues, filed on November 18, 
1960, by the Broadcast Bureau is denied; 
and 

It is further ordered, That Earl Perrin 
Company is hereby made a party 
respondent. 

Released: February 6,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1183; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:51 a.m.] 

[Docket Nos. 13673,13674; FCC 61M-162] 

HENNEPIN BROADCASTING ASSO¬ 
CIATES AND ROBERT E. SMITH 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Albert S. Tedesco 
and Patricia W. Tedesco, d/b as Hen¬ 
nepin Broadcasting Associates, Minne¬ 
apolis, Minnesota, Docket No. 13673, File 
No. BP-12416; Robert E. Smith, River 
Falls, Wisconsin, Docket No. 13674, File 
No. BP-13339; for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a petition filed January 
31, 1961, in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing by applicant Hennepin Broadcasting 
Associates requesting a continuance of 
the hearing for 30 days, until March 15, 
1961; 

It appearing that the request for the 
continuance is predicated on the fact 
that the applicants have reached an 
agreement as of January 10, 1961, sub¬ 
ject to Commission approval, which looks 
toward the dismissal of the Robert E. 
Smith application and the payment by 
petitioner to Smith of the out-of-pocket 
expenses legitimately and prudently ex¬ 
pended and to be expended by him in 
prosecuting and preparing his applica¬ 
tion; 

It appearing further that petitioner 
alleges that the joint request to the Com¬ 
mission and supporting documents for 
approval of the aforesaid agreement may 
not be filed until February 20, 1961, by 
which time the Chief Hearing Examiner 
is authorized under the Commission’s 
newly adopted revisions of its rules to 
pass upon such joint petitions and to 
terminate the proceeding, and therefore 


that there may be no need for the hear¬ 
ing to convene in this proceeding; 

It appearing further that the circum¬ 
stances outlined above sufficiently sup¬ 
port a finding of good cause to warrant a 
grant of the relief requested and that all 
parties to the proceeding have consented 
to the continuance requested; 

It is ordered. This 1st day of February 
1961, that the petition of Hennepin 
Broadcasting Associates for a continu¬ 
ance of hearing is hereby granted; and 
that the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding which is presently scheduled 
to commence at 10 a.m., February 13, 
1961, at the Commission’s Offices, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., is rescheduled to commence 
on Wednesday, March 15, 1961, at the 
same time and place. 

Released: February 2,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1184; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13934-13939; FCC 61-135] 

SAUL M. MILLER ET AL. 

Order Designating Applications for 

Consolidated Hearing on Stated 

Issues 

In re applications of Saul M. Miller, 
Reading, Pennsylvania, requests: 1550 
kc, 1 kw. Day, Docket No. 13934, File No. 
BP-12660; Arthur W. Arundel, Charles 
Town, West Virginia, requests: 1550 kc, 
5 kw. Day, Docket No. 13935, File No. 
BP-12762; Suburban Broadcasting Corp., 
Elkton, Maryland, requests: 1550 kc, 250 
w, DA-Day, Docket No. 13936, File No. 
BP-12981; H. Clay Esbenshade, tr/as 
Lancaster County Broadcasters, Lan¬ 
caster, Pennsylvania, requests: 1550 kc, 
1 kw, DA-Day, Docket No. 13937, File No. 
BP-13106; Horace J. Elias and Irving E. 
Robinson, d/b as Elias and Robinson, 
Glen Burnie, Maryland, requests: 1550 
kc, 250 w, DA-2, U, Docket No. 13938, 
File No. BP-13111; North Penn Broad¬ 
casting Company, Quakertown, Penn¬ 
sylvania, requests: 1550 kc, 250 w, Day, 
Docket No. 13939, File No. BP-13160; 
for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Commu¬ 
nications Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D.C., on the 1st day of 
February 1961; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed applications; 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, each of the 
instant applicants is legally, technically, 
financially, and otherwise qualified to 
construct and operate its instant pro¬ 
posal; except North Penn Broadcasting 
Company (BP-13160) may not be finan¬ 
cially qualified to construct and operate 
its proposal; and 

It further appearing that by letter 
dated January 30, 1960, H. Clay Esben¬ 
shade, tr/as Lancaster County Broad¬ 
casters (BP-13106) requested a 20 day 
extension in order to reply to the Com¬ 
mission’s letter of January 13, 1960; 


that by letter dated February 9, I960, the 
Commission denied Clay Esbenshade’s 
request for extension of time; that by 
letter dated March 17, 1960, Esben¬ 
shade’s application was dismissed in ac¬ 
cordance with § 1.312(b) of the rules for 
failure to respond to the Commission’s 
letters of January 13 and February 9, 
1960; but that further study of Esben¬ 
shade’s application indicated circum¬ 
stances warranting reinstatement of the | 
application and, therefore, on March 28, I 
1960, the said application was rein¬ 
stated; and 

It further appearing that the Com¬ 
mission, in a prehearing letter dated 
January 13, 1960, and incorporated 
herein by reference, notified the instant 
applicants, and any other known parties 
in interest, of the grounds and reasons 
for the Commission’s inability to make 
a finding that a grant of any one of the 
applications would serve the public in¬ 
terest, convenience, and necessity; and 
that a copy of the aforementioned letter 
is available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s offices; and 
It further appearing that the instant 
applicants filed replies to the afore¬ 
mentioned letter, which replies have not, 
however, entirely eliminated the grounds 
and reasons precluding a grant of the 
said applications and requiring an evi¬ 
dentiary hearing on the particular issues 
hereinafter specified; and 
It further appearing that the trans¬ 
mitter site proposed by Elias and Robin¬ 
son is near the site specified by South- 
field Broadcasting Company, Inc. (BP- 
12372) requesting operation of 1590 kc, 
Glen Burnie, Maryland; that in the 
event of a grant of both applications, 
problems of cross-modulation and re¬ 
radiation may occur and that, accord¬ 
ingly, an appropriate condition should be 
included in the construction permits 
issued to Elias and Robinson and South- 
field Broadcasting Company, Inc.; and 
It further appearing that by the afore¬ 
mentioned prehearing letter, Elias and 
Robinson was notified that the night¬ 
time interference to their proposed op¬ 
eration would exceed 10 percent; how¬ 
ever, they assert that they come within 
an express exception to § 3.28(c) of the 
Commission rules since their proposal 
would bring the first local nighttime 
service to Glen Burnie; that inasmuch as 
the proposal of Elias and Robinson will 
result in a loss of 88 percent of the pop; 
illation and 90 percent of the area within 
the normally protected nighttime sen- 
ice contour (2.5 mv/m), a question ob¬ 
tains as to whether the channel will be 
used efficiently pursuant to § 3.24(b) of 
the Commission rules; and 
It further appearing that by amend¬ 
ment filed February 2, 1960, North Penn 
Broadcasting Company (BP-13160) filed 
additional comments regarding the prob¬ 
lem of the 2 mv/m contour of Station 
WBUX, Doylestown, Pennsylvania, over¬ 
lapping the 25 mv/m contour of North 
Penn Broadcasting Company; but, that 
the Commission is of the opinion that 
additional measurement data are re¬ 
quired to establish that no such overlap 
would occur since no measurements have 
been submitted which would conclusively 
establish the extent of the proposed 25 







FEDERAL REGISTER 


1199 


Friday, February 10, 1961 


mv/m contour in a direction toward 
WBUX; and 

It further appearing that by amend¬ 
ments filed February 2 and 8, 1960, reply¬ 
ing to the Commission’s letter of Janu¬ 
ary 13, I960, the applicant in BP-13160 
submitted data purporting to show that 
it was financially qualified to construct 
and operate its proposed station, but that 
on the basis of the information filed, it 
cannot be found that the applicant has 
shown sufficient funds available to 
finance the construction and early op¬ 
eration of the proposed station since the 
applicant shows that it will need ap¬ 
proximately $53,569 (plus the cost of the 
land) to put the station on the air and 


operate for at least three months; that 
funds of $52,500 are shown to be avail¬ 
able; that these funds include loans of 
$27,500 on which the loan agreements 
therefor are not signed under oath by the 
lender nor does it appear that Robert 
and Isabelle Senderowitz have the cash 
or liquid assets available to make the 
loan over and above these needed to 
cover their liabilities in compliance with 
section III, paragraphs 4 (c) and (d) 
of the application form; that, moreover, 
the loan agreements to lend monies to 
Martin H. Philip are not signed under 
oath by the lenders as required, nor does 
it appear that he has adequate funds 
available to cover his commitment in the 
instant application and, in addition, suf¬ 
ficient funds to fulfill his obligations in 
connection with Station WLPS, Lehigh- 
ton, Pennsylvania, which was granted 
July 27, 1960; and 

It further appearing that after con¬ 
sideration of the foregoing and the ap¬ 
plicants’ replies, the Commission is still 
unable to make the statutory finding 
that a grant of the applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity; and is of the opinion that 
the applications must be designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding on 
the issues specified below; 

It is ordered , That pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the instant applica¬ 
tions are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of the instant pro¬ 
posals for a broadcast station and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2 To determine the nature and extent 
ot the interference, if any, that each of 
tne instant proposals would cause to 
and receive from each other and the 
interference that each of the instant 
Proposals would receive from all other 
existing standard broadcast stations, the 
Populations affected thereby, 
cpvvi th ? availability of other primary 
f !™ e u° the areas and Populations af- 
w G< \ by interf erence from any of the 
instant proposals. 

n,L T °, determine whether the instant 
Elias and Robinson 
intm^r 11 would invoIve objectionable 
with Station WBOF, Vir- 
iw . ’ Vir ginla, or any other exist- 

g standard broadcast stations, and, if 


so, the nature and extent thereof, the 
areas and populations affected thereby, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

4. To determine whether the instant 
proposal of North Penn Broadcasting 
Company (BP-13160) would involve ob¬ 
jectionable interference with Stations 
WJMJ, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and 
WBUX, Doylestown, Pennsylvania, or 
any other existing standard broadcast 
stations, and, if so, the nature and extent 
thereof, the areas and populations af¬ 
fected thereby, and the availability of 
other primary service to such areas and 
populations. 

5. To determine whether the interfer¬ 
ence received by each instant proposal 
from any of the other proposals herein 
and any existing stations would affect 
more than ten percent of the population 
within its normally protected primary 
service area in contravention of § 3.28 
(c) (3) of the Commission rules and, if 
so, whether circumstances exist which 
would warrant a waiver of said section. 

6. To determine whether, because of 
nighttime interference received, the pro¬ 
posed operation of Elias and Robinson 
would be consistent with § 3.24(b) of the 
Commission rules, and, if not, whether 
conditions exist which would warrant a 
waiver of said section. 

7. To determine whether the North 
Penn Broadcasting Company is finan¬ 
cially qualified to construct and operate 
its proposed station. 

8. To determine whether overlap of 
the 25 mv/m and 2 mv/m contours 
would occur between the proposal of 
North Penn Broadcasting Company 
(BP-13160) and WBUX, Doylestown, 
Pennsylvania, in contravention of § 3.37 
of the Commission rules, and, if so, 
whether circumstances exist which 
would warrant a waiver of said section. 

9. To determine, in the light of sec¬ 
tion 307(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, which of the instant 
proposals would best provide a fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

10. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which of the instant appli¬ 
cations should be granted. 

It is further ordered, That Metro- 
WBOF, Inc., WBUX Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, WJMJ Broadcasting Corporation, 
licensees of Stations WBOF, WBUX and 
WJMJ, respectively, are made parties to 
the proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That in the event 
of favorable action by the Commission 
upon the proposal in BP-13111 and the 
proposal of Southfield Broadcasting 
Company, Inc., both to be located in 
Glen Burnie, Maryland, that an appro¬ 
priate condition be included in the con¬ 
struction permits to prevent problems of 
cross-modulation and reradiation, and 
the permittees shall submit, before the 
issuance of program test authority, 
sufficient field intensity measurement 
data made before and alter the instal¬ 
lation of necessary equipment, showing 
that the operation of one has no adverse 
effect upon that of the other. 

It is further ordered , That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 


heard, each of the instant applicants 
and party respondents, pursuant to 
§ 1.140 of the Commission rules, in per¬ 
son or by attorney, shall, within 20 days 
of the mailing of this order, file with the 
Commission in triplicate, a written ap¬ 
pearance stating an intention to appear 
on the date fixed for the hearing and 
present evidence on the issues specified 
in this order. 

It. is further ordered , That the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding, and upon 
sufficient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give 
reasonable assurance that the proposals 
set forth in the application will be effec¬ 
tuated. 

Released: February 6,1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1185; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13940, FCC 61-144] 

EDWARD WALTER PISZCZEK AND 
JEROME K. WESTERFIELD 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Edward Walter 
Piszczek and Jerome K. Westerfield, Des 
Plaines, Illinois, req: 96.7 Me, No. 244; 
1 kw; 246 ft., Docket No. 13940, File No. 
BPH-3201; for construction permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 1st day of 
February 1961; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed application; 

It appearing that except as indicated 
by the issues specified below; the instant 
applicant is legally, technically, finan¬ 
cially, and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate the proposed station, 
but that the proposed operation may 
cause interference to Stations WBBM- 
FM, WJOL-FM, and WNIB(FM), 
Chicago, Joliet, and Chicago, Illinois, 
respectively; and 

It further appearing that the appli¬ 
cant’s antenna structiure proposal has 
been referred to the Federal Aviation 
Agency, but that the Federal Aviation 
Agency has not yet completed its aero¬ 
nautical study of such proposal; and 

It further appearing that the Federal 
Aviation Agency should be made a party 
to the proceeding herein, so that it may 
participate if it desires to do so in the 
event its determination with respect to 
the proposed antenna structure is ad¬ 
verse; and 

It further appearing that Edward 
Walter Piszczek is employed as sales 
manager, announcer, and copywriter at 
Station WFMF (FM), Chicago, Illinois, 
and in the event of a grant of the appli¬ 
cation the construction permit should 
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include the condition hereinafter speci¬ 
fied; and 

It further appearing that after con¬ 
sideration of the foregoing, the Commis¬ 
sion is unable to make the statutory find¬ 
ing that a grant of the application would 
serve the public interest, convenience 
and necessity; and is of the opinion that 
the application must be designated for 
hearing on the issues specified below: 

It is ordered, That pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 309(e) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the instant appli¬ 
cation is designated for hearing at a time 
and place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the area and popu¬ 
lation within the 1 mv/m contour, the 
area and population therein which would 
be served by the proposed station, and 
the availability of other FM services (at 
least 1 mv/m) to such proposed service 
area. 

2. To determine whether the instant 
proposal would involve objectionable 
interference with Stations WBBM-FM, 
WJOL-FM, WNIB, Chicago, Joliet, and 
Chicago, Illinois, respectively, or any 
other existing FM broadcast stations, 
and, if so, the nature and extent thereof, 
the areas and populations affected there¬ 
by, and the availability of other FM serv¬ 
ice of at least 1 mv/m to such areas and 
populations. 

3. To determine whether there is a 
reasonable possibility that the tower 
height and location proposed by the ap¬ 
plicant would constitute a menace to air 
navigation. 

4. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, whether a grant of the 
above-described application should be 
granted. 

It is further ordered, That the Federal 
Aviation Agency, the Columbia Broad¬ 
casting System, Inc. licensee of Station 
WBBM-FM, Chicago, Illinois; WJOL, 
Inc., licensee of Station WJOL-FM, 
Joliet, Illinois; and the Northern Illinois 
Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of 
Station WNIB, Chicago, Illinois, are 
made parties to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That in the event 
of a grant of the application, program 
tests will not be authorized until the 
permittee has submitted evidence to 
prove that Edward Walter Piszczek has 
severed all connections with Station 
WFMF, Chicago, Illinois. 

It is further ordered, That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicant and parties re¬ 
spondent herein, pursuant to § 1.140 of 
the Commission’s rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall, within 20 days of the 
mailing of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

Released: February 7,1961. 

Federal Communications 

Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[FJR. Doc. 61-1186; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13926, 13927; FCC 61M-168] 

VALUE RADIO CORP. (WOSH) AND 
HOWARD MILLER ENTERPRISES 
AND CONSULTANTS, INC. (WGEZ) 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Value Radio 
Corporation (WOSH), Oshkosh, Wis¬ 
consin, Docket No. 13926, File No. BP- 
13268; Howard Miller Enterprises and 
Consultants, Inc. (WGEZ), Beloit, Wis¬ 
consin, Docket No. 13927, File No. BP- 
13576; for construction permits. 

It is ordered, This 2d day of February 
1961, that Thomas H. Donahue will 
preside at the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding which is hereby 
scheduled to commence on April 5, 1961, 
in Washington, D.C. 

Released: February 3, 1961. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1187; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:52 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. G-9510 etc.] 

CITIES SERVICE PRODUCTION CO. 
ET AL. 

Order Setting Date for Resumption of 

Hearing and Establishing Date for 

Service of Testimony and Exhibits 

February 6,1961. 

Upon consideration of the motion filed 
herein by staff counsel on January 13, 
1961, for an extension of time for re¬ 
sumption of the hearing in these pro¬ 
ceedings, and for the establishment of a 
date for service of additional staff testi¬ 
mony and exhibits and Respondents’ 
answer to said motion, good cause exists 
for extending the time as hereinafter 
ordered. 

The Commission orders: The staff of 
the Commission shall serve its additional 
testimony and exhibits in these proceed¬ 
ings on or before April 10, 1961, and the 
time heretofore fixed for resumption of 
the hearing herein is hereby extended to 
May 9, 1961, at 10:00 a.m., in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW, Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1162; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP61-19] 

EL PASO NATURAL CAS CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

February 6,1961. 

Take notice that El Paso Natural Gas 
Company (Applicant), El Paso Natural 
Gas Building, El Paso, Texas, filed an 
application on July 25, 1960, in Docket 
No. CP61-19, as supplemented on Octo¬ 


ber 17, 1960, pursuant to section 7 0 f 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the Applicant to construct and 
operate natural gas facilities and to sell 
natural gas to Rio Grande Gas Company 
(Rio Grande), for resale subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
and supplement on file with the Com¬ 
mission, and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states it proposes to seli 
natural gas to Rio Grande Gas Company 
on a firm as well as an interruptible 
basis, for resale and general distribution 
near Las Cruces, Dona Ana County, New 
Mexico, and also to construct and oper¬ 
ate a sales meter station and its related 
appurtenances at approximately Mile 
Post 227 on El Paso’s 26-inch main Cal¬ 
ifornia transmission system to render 
the proposed service. Rio Grande is to 
be a new customer of El Paso. 

The area to be served is primarily 
agricultural and the gas will be used 
primarily in irrigation operations. 

The application recites the proposed 
peak day service of 5,079 Mcf of natural 
gas by El Paso to Rio Grande is based 
on a 15 year service agreement dated 
July 18, 1960. Rio Grande proposes to 
construct and operate its own transmis¬ 
sion system of about 50 miles of 8-inch, 
6-inch, 2%-inch, iy 4 -inch, and 3 / 4 -inch 
of high pressure main line plus distribu¬ 
tion facilities and related appurtenances 
which will extend from the connection 
with El Paso to Radium Springs, New 
Mexico. Rio Grande further proposes to 
distribute the gas in the Rio Grande 
Valley area extending approximately 12 
miles north and 14 miles south of the 
City of Las Cruces, New Mexico, but not 
the City of Las Cruces. 

Rio Grande’s estimated maximum day 
and annual requirements for the first 
three years in Mcf at 14.73 psia are as 
follows: 


Year 

Maximum 

day 

Annual 

1st . 

4,668 
4,878 
6,079 

659,362 

704,044 

738,705 

2d .. 

3d . 



The bulk of the required volumes (an¬ 
nual and maximum day) is to be used for 
pumping wells for irrigation. The re¬ 
mainder is for residential and commer¬ 
cial uses. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate a double 4-inch sales meter sta¬ 
tion on its 26-inch and 30-inch California 
transmission system about two miles 
north of the Town of Chamberino to 
serve Rio Grande. The cost of the pro¬ 
posed meter station and its appurte¬ 
nances is estimated at $6,400, which 
Applicant proposes to finance out of its 
current working funds. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations ana 
to that end: , 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 ana 
15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
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a hearing will be held on March 10, 1961 
at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., in a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., concern¬ 
ing the matters involved in and the issues 
presented by such application: Provided , 
however, That the Commission may, 
after a non-contested hearing dispose of 
the proceedings pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure. 
Under the procedure herein provided for, 
unless otherwise advised, it will be un¬ 
necessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
February 24, 1961. Failure of any party 
to appear at and participate in the hear¬ 
ing shall be construed as waiver of and 
concurrence in omission herein of the 
immediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1163; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP61-76] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

February 6,1961. 

Take notice that on September 15, 
1960, Northern Natural Gas Company 
(Applicant), with its principal office at 
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebraska, 
filed an application pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a certif¬ 
icate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the construction and op¬ 
eration of 12 Vi miles of 10-inch pipeline 
extending from Applicant’s existing 24- 
inch pipeline to the proposed Sheldon 
Power Station (Sheldon Station) of Con¬ 
sumers Public Power District (Consum¬ 
ers Power District) and a measuring 
and regulating station near Hallam, 
Nebraska. 

The purpose of the proposed construc¬ 
tion, according to the application, is to 
sell and deliver natural gas on an inter- 
ruptible basis to Central Electric and 
Gas Company (Central Electric) an 
existing customer for resale to Consum¬ 
ers Power District for use in an electric 
generating station (Sheldon Station), 

** presen Ny being constructed 
nfrlii 1 ? 3, am *. . The proposed line will 
Woii le * an existing 8-inch lateral serving 
naiiam and other communities including 
, Tt appears that the existing 

nnm 1S i made( l ua te for rendition of the 
Sin P ant service in addition to the 
existing service. The proposed line also 

servpr? USed t0 suppl y gas to presently 
^communities north and west of 

connpft Applicant ’ s proposed line will 

Central* m th , * Sh0rt line to be built b y 
Plant ^ ec ^ ric extending to the power 

cost of Applicant’s pro¬ 
posed construction is $403,750, which will 


be paid from cash on hand and cash 
generated from operations. Central 
Electric has agreed to reimburse Appli¬ 
cant for $175,000 of the cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities. Consumers Power Dis¬ 
trict will pay $87,500 toward this 
contribution by Central Electric. 

Applicant estimates initial require¬ 
ments of the Sheldon Station at 24,000 
Mcf per day and anticipates that it will 
increase to 48,000 Mcf per day by 1962. 
Annual sales to the power plant are esti¬ 
mated to be 1,048,610 Mcf in 1961, 
1,762,520 Mcf in 1962, and 940,400 Mcf in 
1963. An agreement between Applicant 
and Central Electric dated July 21, 1960 
calls for a minimum quantity of 5,700,000 
Mcf to be purchased by Central Electric 
from Applicant for the Sheldon Station 
during the period from January 27, 1961, 
to January 27, 1966, the term of the 
contract. The 1961 estimate is based on 
8 months service being initiated in April 
and running through December. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on March 
20, 1961, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t, in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
concerning the matters involved in and 
the issues presented by the application 
herein. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
February 27, 1961. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1164; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-8288, etc.] 

SUN OIL CO. ET AL. 

Order Granting Motion for 
Continuance 

February 3,1961. 

On January 9, 1961, the Commission 
staff filed a motion requesting that the 
hearing in the above designated con¬ 
solidated proceeding be reconvened on 
April 17, 1961, instead of February 27, 
1961, for the purpose of cross-examina¬ 
tion, if any, of the witnesses for the staff 
and the interveners, and that the time 
within which the parties may comply 
with the Presiding Examiner’s order is¬ 
sued December 16, 1960, to adduce addi¬ 
tional evidence be extended from 
February 1 to March 31, 1961. By order 
issued January 23, 1961, the Presiding 
Examiner extended the time within 
which the parties are to comply with the 
Presiding Examiner’s order, aforesaid, 
as requested by staff. On January 25, 
1961, Sun Oil Company, the respondent 
herein, filed a joinder to staff’s motion 
for a continuance. On January 27, 1961, 
the Examiner referred to us that por¬ 
tion of staff’s motion requesting a con¬ 


tinuance of the reconvening of the 
hearing. 

The Commission finds: Good cause ex¬ 
ists to grant the motion filed herein by 
staff on January 9, 1961, to continue the 
recess in this consolidated proceeding to 
April 17, 1961, instead of February 27, 
1961. 

The Commission orders: The motion 
of the staff be and the same is hereby 
granted and the hearing in this consoli¬ 
dated proceeding shall be reconvened 
at the hour and place formerly fixed by 
the Presiding Examiner on April 17,1961, 
instead of February 27, 1961. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1165; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Project No. 2249] 

MONTANA 

Notice of Land Withdrawal 

February 7,1961. 

In the matter of Lewis-Clark Genera¬ 
tion & Transmission Cooperative, Inc. 
and Long Meadow and Lower Yaak 
River Hydroelectric Projects, Project No. 
2249. 

Conformable to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 24 of the Act of June 10, 1920 (41 
Stat. 1063), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that the lands hereinafter de¬ 
scribed, insofar as title thereto remains 
in the United States are included in 
power Project No. 2249 (Long Meadow 
and Lower Yaak River Hydroelectric 
Projects). The Lewis-Clark Generation 
& Transmission Cooperative, Inc., of 
Walla Walla, Washington, filed an appli¬ 
cation for a preliminary permit covering 
the Long Meadow Project on August 18, 
1958; and an application for amendment 
of the preliminary permit (issued for 
that project on June 30, 1959), covering 
the Lower Yaak River developments, on 
November 2,1959. Under said Section 24 
all lands of the United States lying 
within the boundaries of the project as 
delimited on the maps filed in support 
thereof, are from said date of filing re¬ 
served from entry, location, or other dis¬ 
posal under the laws of the United States 
until otherwise directed by the Commis¬ 
sion or by Congress. 

Principal Meridian, Montana 

Only those unpatented portions of the 
following described subdivisions falling be¬ 
low the 3,114-foot contour elevation as 
depicted on map exhibit “H & I” (FPC No. 
2249-1), entitled “Long Meadow Hydro¬ 
electric Project, Yaak River, Montana,” filed 
with the Federal Power Commission on 
August 18,1958: 

T. 36 N., R. 31 W. (surveyed), 

Sec. 5; 

Sec. 6; 

Sec. 7; 

Sec. 8; 

Sec. 17; 

Sec. 18; 

Sec. 19; 

Sec. 20; 

Sec. 29; 

Sec. 30; 

Sec. 31; 

Sec. 32. 
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T. 37 N., R. 31W. (surveyed) . 

Sec. 22; 

Sec. 23; 

Sec. 27; 

Sec. 28; 

Sec. 29; 

Sec. 32; 

Sec. 33. 

T. 35 N., R. 32 W. (unsurveyed), 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. 2; 

Sec. 3; 

Sec. 4; 

Sec. 5; 

Sec. 9; 

Sec. 10; 

Sec. 11; 

Sec. 12. 

T. 36 N., R. 32 W. (unsurveyed), 

Sec. 29; 

Sec. 32; 

Sec. 33; 

Sec. 34; 

Sec. 35; 

Sec. 36. 

All portions of the following described 
subdivisions lying within the project 
boundaries as delimited on map exhibit 
“H & I, Sheet 2” (FPC No. 2249-2), entitled 
“Lower Yaak River Hydroelectric Project, 
Yaak River, Montana,” filed with the Federal 
Power Commission on November 2, 1959: 

T. 33 N., R. 33 W. (unsurveyed), 

Sec. 3: NW*4; 

Sec. 4: Unpatented portion of E y 2 , SW V4 ; 
Sec. 8: SEV4; 

Sec. 9: Wi/ 2 .NE^; 

Sec. 16: NWy 4 ; 

Sec. 17: Unpatented portions of Ey 2 and 

swy 4 ; 

Sec. 18: SE^; 

Sec. 19: All; 

Sec. 20: NWy 4 ; 

Sec. 30: N%, unpatented portion sy 2 ; 

Sec. 31: Unpatented portion Ny&, SW^. 

T. 34 N., R. 33 W. (unsurveyed), 

Sec. 27: Unpatented portions S^NEV4 and 
SE 14 ; 

Sec. 33: Unpatented portion SE*4; 

Sec. 34: Unpatented portions N^ and 
SWy 4 , SE 1 / 4 . 

T. 32 N., R. 34 W. (surveyed), 

Sec. 4: All. 

T. 33 N., R. 34 W. (surveyed), 

Sec. 36: Ey 2 . 

The area of United States lands re¬ 
served pursuant to the filing of this ap¬ 
plication and amendment is approxi¬ 
mately 8,190.95 acres, wholly within the 
Kootenai National Forest—none of 
which has been previously withdrawn for 
purposes of power development. 

Copies of the project map exhibits 
“H & I” and “H & I, Sheet No. 2” (FPC 
Nos. 2249-1 and 2249-2) have been 
transmitted to the Bureau of Land 
Management, Forest Service, Geological 
Survey, U.S. Corps of Engineers and 
Department of the Air Force. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1166; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. DA-1012-Calif or nia] 

GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Lands Withdrawn in Project No. 2246 

February 6, 1961. 

The General Services Administration 
has requested us to make a review of the 
land withdrawals made pursuant to the 


filing of application for preliminary 
permits by Sheridan County Water Dis¬ 
trict and the County of Yuba for pro¬ 
posed Projects No. 2238 and 2246, re¬ 
spectively, which would permit disposal 
of those lands of the Beale Air Force 
Base declared surplus by the Department 
of IDefense 

Under date of October 25, 1960, in 
view of the aforesaid request and hav¬ 
ing been apprised by Sheridan County 
Water District that it was no longer 
interested in Project No. 2238, we issued 
an order completing the vacation of the 
land withdrawal effected under section 
24 of the Federal Power Act by the filing 
of the application for Project No. 2238. 

Some 17 tracts of the lands presently 
under consideration, comprising 605 
acres, more or less, may be required for 
conduit location, the exact location of 
which has not been definitely established 
by the County of Yuba. It appears from 
the plans submitted that the remaining 
tracts, comprising about 5,681 acres, will 
be occupied, whole or in part, by waters 
impounded by the development of the 
Waldo Dam Site, located within the 
diminished Beale Air Force Base. How¬ 
ever, the afore-mentioned conduit, due 
to the topography of the lands proposed 
for occupancy will necessarily be by tun¬ 
nel rather than by open conduit, and 
thus the incompatability in the surface 
use of the lands, the primary value of 
which is for grazing purposes, would be 
insignificant. 

The development of the Waldo Site 
on Dry Creek by construction of a dam 
creating a reservoir with a gross capacity 
of 300,000 arce-feet, and a water surface 
of about 4,200 acres would involve the 
use of approximately 2,719 acres of the 
subject surplus lands; the remainder of 
the lands to be flooded being located 
within the confines of the area retained 
in the Base. The remainder of the pro¬ 
ject facilities would be located for the 
major part upon privately-owned lands 
and upon some small area of public 
lands beyond the limits of the Base as 
now re-established. According to vari¬ 
ous plans of development, normal flow 
line of the reservoir will be at an altitude 
of 437 feet (M.S.L.) to which we believe 
3 feet should be added as allowance for 
freeboard. Indications are that quite 
some time may elapse prior to beginning 
of construction of this project. 

The Commission finds: The value of 
the lands described immediately below 
will not be materially injured or de¬ 
stroyed for purposes of power develop¬ 
ment by their disposal subject to the 
prior right of the United States, its per¬ 
mittees or licensees, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 24 of the Federal Power Act, as 
amended, to use any portion of said lands 
for the construction, operation and 
maintenance of a tunnel, the right-of- 
way for which is not to exceed a width 
of 200 feet: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, California 
T 15 1ST 6 E 

Sec. 4; lots 1,' 2, 7, 8, 13. Wy 2 SEi/ 4 , Ey 2 SWy 4 ; 

Sec. 9: those*portions of lots 1, 2, 3, 4, EVfc 

Nwy 4 , NE1/4SW& lying east of highway. 
T. 16 N., R. 6 E., 

Sec. 33: those portions of the SW^SE^ 

lying south and west of highway. 


The Commission determines: The 1 
value of the next-described lands lying I 
below an elevation of 440 feet will not be I 
injured or destroyed for purposes of I 
power development by disposal, subject I 
to section 24 of the Federal Power Act, as I 
amended, and subject to the condition I 
that the United States, its permittees or I 
licensees shall not be held liable for any I 
damage to the improvements placed I 
thereon resulting from the construction, I 
operation and maintenance of any power I 
proj ect works thereon: I 

T. 14N..R. 6E., 

sec. 2 : lot 4 , sy 2 Nwy 4 , wy 2 SEy 4 , SWi/ 4 ; 

Sec. 3: All; 

Sec. 10: NEiANWy 4 ; 

Sec. 11: wy 2 NEi4,NEi4NWi4. 

T. 15 N., R. 6 E., 

Sec. 9: lot 4; 

Sec. 16: W^SEVi, and those portions of I 
Ey 2 NW% lying north and east of high- I 
way; 

Sec. 21: NE^4» and fractional SE y 4 east of I 
highway; 

Sec. 22 : SW 14 NE 14 , sy 2 NWy 4 , Wy 2 SEy 4 , I 
sw^4; 

Sec. 23; SE^J 

sec. 25 : wy 2 NW y 4 , SWy 4 SE y 4 , SW% ; 
sec. 26 : Ey 2 , wy 2 Nwy 4 , SEy 4 Nwy 4l swy 4 ; I 
Sec. 27: All; ! 

Sec. 28: Fractional E y 2 , east of highway; 

Sec. 33: Fractional NE^4, north and east of I 
highway; ; 

Sec. 34: All; ' 

Sec. 35: All' ; 

sec*. 36: Ny 2 Ny 2 , swy 4 Nwy 4 , Nwy 4 swy 4 . 

The Commission orders: The existing 
power withdrawal under section 24 of 
the Federal Power Act pursuant to the 
filing of application for preliminary per¬ 
mit for Project No. 2246 pertaining to 
those portions of the lands immediately 
described above which lie above elevation 
440 feet is vacated. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1167; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:50 a.m.] 

HOUSING AND HOME 
FINANCE AGENCY 

Office of the Administrator 

DESIGNATION OF ACTING DIRECTOR, 
DIVISION OF HOUSING FOR THE 
ELDERLY 

Ratification 

William E. Murray, Deputy Director, 
Division of Housing for the Elderly, is 
hereby designated to serve as Acting 
Director, Division of Housing for the 
Elderly, during the present vacancy in 
the position of Director, Division 01 
Housing for the Elderly, with all the 
powers, functions, and duties delegated 
or assigned to the Director. 

Acts consistent with this designation 
taken by the Deputy Director under the 
title of Director or Acting Director be¬ 
tween December 27, 1960, and Janu ^ 
30,1961, are hereby ratified and effective 
as if authorized on the date taken. 

(62 Stat. 1283 (1948), as amended by & 
Stat. 80 (1950), 12 U.S.C. 1701c) 
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Effective as of the 30th day of January 
1961. 

[seal] Lewis E. Williams, 

Acting Housing and Home 
Finance Administrator. 

ipR Doc. 61-1167; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

February 7,1961. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 


Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 36882: Anhydrous ammonia 
to Florida points. Filed by South¬ 
western Freight Bureau, Agent (No. 
B-7962), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on anhydrous ammonia, in tank- 
car loads, from Lake Charles, La., and 
Houston, Tex., to specified points in 
Florida. 

Grounds for relief: Barge competition. 
Tariff: Supplement 130 to South¬ 
western Freight Bureau tariff I.C.C. 
4290. 

FSA No. 36883: Crushed stone from 
Colorado and Wyoming to WTL territory. 
Filed by Western Trunk Line Committee, 
Agent (No. A-2166), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on crushed stone, as 
described in the application, in carloads, 
from Bosler, Wyo., Parkdale, Salida 
and Texas Creek, Colo., to points in 
western trunk-line territory. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and grouping. 

Tariff: Supplement 154 to Western 
Trunk Line tariff I.C.C. A-4123. 

FSA No. 36884: Cinders from Rocky 
Flats, Colo., to WTL territory. Filed by 
Western Trunk Line Committee, Agent 
(No. A-2164), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on cinders, clay or shale, as des- 
cnbed in the application, in carloads 
from Rocky Flats, Colo., to points in 
Western trunk-line territory. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and grouping. 

Trnnii^r Supp ^ emen ^ 184 *° western 
A ™123 Llne Committee tariff I.C.C. 

36885: Soda ash from West- 
to South Addison, III. Piled 
aLTTm™* Ti' unk Line Committee, 
can?L N D A r 2165) ’ for interested rail 
morion R f tes on soda ash (othe r than 
tawfa S ° da , as 5 ) ’ in bulk or in bulk 
loart^f barrels - boxes or pails, in car- 

SSSSoJs Westvaco> Wyo ’ South 

PeSf® f ° r relief: Market Com ' 

Trunk ff T,' SUPP i ement 154 t0 Western 
A -4123 ^ Committee tariff I.C.C. 

Co^o A m ° Pe rKte from Antonito, 
•> Wtl and southwestern terri- 

No. 27- 4 


tories. Filed by Western Trunk Line 
Committee, Agent (No. A-2168), for in¬ 
terested rail carriers. Rates on perlite, 
other than crude, in carloads, from An¬ 
tonito, Colo., to points in western trunk¬ 
line and southwestern territories. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and grouping. 

Tariffs: Supplement 154 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee tariff I.C.C. A- 
4123, and supplement 150 to Southwest¬ 
ern Freight Bureau tariff I.C.C. 4252. 

FSA No. 36887: Perlite mix from An¬ 
tonito, Colo., and Malad, Idaho. Filed 
by Western Trunk Line Committee, 
Agent (No. A-2167), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on perlite mix, as de¬ 
scribed in the application, from An¬ 
tonito, Colo., and Malad, Idaho, to points 
in southwestern and western trunkline 
territories. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and grouping. 

Tariffs: Western Trunk Line Commit¬ 
tee tariff I.C.C. A-4362, and supplement 
41 to Southwestern Freight Bureau tariff 
I.C.C. 4157. 

FSA No. 36888: Substituted service — 
PRR and NH for Cooper-Jarrett, Inc. 
Filed by The Eastern Central Motor Car¬ 
riers Association, Inc., Agent (No. 180). 
for interested carriers. Rates on prop¬ 
erty loaded in trailers and transported 
on railroad flat cars, between Cincinnati, 
Columbus and Toledo, Ohio, on the one 
hand, and Hartford and New Haven, 
Conn., on the other, on traffic originating 
at or destined to such points or points 
beyond as described in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 8 to Eastern Cen¬ 
tral Motor Carriers Association, Inc, 
tariff MF-I.C.C. A-185. 

FSA No. 36889: Substituted service — 
D & H, et al., for Spector Freight Sys¬ 
tem, Inc. Filed by The Eastern Central 
Motor Carriers Association, Inc., Agent 
(No. 182), for interested carriers. Rates 
on property loaded in trailers and trans¬ 
ported on railroad flat cars, between 
Watervliet, N.Y., on the one hand, and 
Chicago, Ill., or Hammond, Ind., on the 
other, on traffic originating at or destined 
to such points or points beyond as de¬ 
scribed in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 8 to'Eastern Cen¬ 
tral Motor Carriers Association, Inc 
tariff MF-I.C.C. A-185. 

Aggregate-of-Inter m ediates 

FSA No. 36881: Passenger fares—The 
New York, New Haven and Hartford 
Railroad Company. Filed by The New 
York, New Haven and Hartford 
Railroad Company (No. 5), for inter¬ 
ested rail carriers. Relating to trans¬ 
portation of passengers, between points 
in Massachusetts on the line of the 
New York, New Haven and Hartford 
Railroad Company, and points on the 
lines of connecting carriers. 

Grounds for relief: Establishment of 
new local fares and the maintenance 
of present fares of connecting carriers. 

Tariff: The New York, New Haven and 
Hartford Railroad Company’s tariff 


I.C.C. A-9686, and Agent W. H. Clifford’s 
tariffs I.C.C. 1076 and 1064. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1159; Filed, Feb. 9, 1961; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Notice 445] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February 7, 1961. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the 
date of publication of this notice. Pur¬ 
suant to section 17(8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, the filing of such a peti¬ 
tion will postpone the effective date of 
the order in that proceeding pending 
its disposition. The matters relied upon 
by petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 63536. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 1, 1961, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Penn Transporta¬ 
tion Corp., Cambridge, Mass., of Certif¬ 
icate No. MC 118019, issued September 
29, 1960, to Vincent Panniello, doing 
business as Penn Transportation Com¬ 
pany, Arlington, Mass., authorizing the 
transportation of: Bananas, from port 
facilities in the New York, N.Y., Com¬ 
mercial Zone, and from Baltimore, Md., 
to Boston, Mass. Gerard J. Donovan, 
37 Leighton Road, Hyde Park 36, Mass., 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 63653. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1961, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Seuring Transit, 
Inc., Freeport, Ill., of a portion of the 
operating rights in Certificate No. MC 
105272 Sub 1, issued September 26, 1947, 
to Lowell Seuring, doing business as 
Lowell Seuring Transfer Co., Freeport, 
HI., authorizing the transportation of: 
building materials, from Freeport, Ill., 
to points in Wisconsin; and, between 
Warren, Ill., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Indiana, Kansas, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and South Dakota. 
George S. Mullins, 4704 West Irving 
Park Road, Chicago 41, ill., for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC 63756. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1961, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Edward E. Buxton, 
doing business as Buxton’s Worcester & 
Westboro Express, 10 Walnut Street, 
Shrewsbury, Mass., of Certificate No. 
MC 69590, issued January 21, 1941, to 
Warren E. Buxton, doing business as 
Buxton’s Worcester & Westboro Express, 
10 Walnut St., Shrewsbury, Mass., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of: General 
commodities, excluding household goods, 
commodities in bulk, and other specified 
commodities, over regular routes, be¬ 
tween Worcester, Mass., and Westboro, 
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Mass., serving the intermediate points 
of Northboro and Shrewsbury, Mass. 

No. MC-FC 63903. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 1, 1961, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Chester Carriers, 
Inc., a Delaware corporation, East Pe¬ 
tersburg, Pa., of Certificates Nos. MC 
76478, MC 76478 Sub 2, and MC 76478 
Sub 3, issued May 22, 1953, September 
29, 1958, and August 16, 1960, respec¬ 
tively, in the name of Chester Carriers, 
Inc., a Pennsylvania corporation, East 
Petersburg, Pa., authorizing the trans¬ 


portation of stone, soil or earth, sand 
gravel, bricks, cinders, cinder blocks, and 
bituminous concrete, in dump trucks, 
over irregular routes, between points in 
Delaware, Montgomery, Bucks, Chester, 
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New Jersey and Delaware; stone and soil 
or earth, in bulk, from points in East 
Cain Township, Chester County, Pa., to 
points in Cecil, Kent, Queen Annes, Tal¬ 
bot, and Caroline Counties, Md.; sand, 
from points in Cecil County, Md., to 


points in Chester County, Pa.; and con. 
Crete materials and add mixtures, fo ' 
readymix vehicles, from Lititz, Kennett 
Square, and Oxford, Pa., to points in 
Delaware and Maryland within 20 miles 
of Kennett Square or Oxford. Bernard 
N. Gingerich, Quarryville, Pa., f or 
applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 61-1160; Filed, Feb. 9, m - 
8:49 a.m.] 
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